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CURRENT TOPICS. 

WE BELIEVE the announcement which has appeared in 
print that the new rules for the conduct of business 
at judges’ chambers, which were expected to take effect 
on the 2nd inst., will not come into operation until the 
11th inst., is premature. We are informed that no deci- 

way Com sion had been come to on the matter up to Thursday 

ssiopeia,” last, and that it would be settled at a then forthcoming 
meeting of the judges. 

ympany of 

ay, 681 Tue cause tists of the Chancery Division show a 

ud Norihe diminished number of causes in the papers of the five 
judges ; in fact, the total of the causes has been steadily 
lessening in almost every sittings since Michaelmas, 
1877, when it amounted to 601. In Hilary, 1878, it 
was 528; in Easter, 431; in Trinity, 438; and now it is 
412. On the other hand, the appeal list for the present 

ape sittings is larger than it has been at any time since 
Trinity, 1877. In Michaelmas, 1877, there were 172 

9, E91 appeals in the paper; in Hilary, 1878, there were 161; 
in Easter, 135; in Trinity, 147; and now the number 
has reached 238. 

ons Tue controversy which is raging with reference to 





the right of British subjects to receive and wear foreign 
decorations is of ancient date. Queen Elizabeth im- 
prisoned two subjects because they had accepted from 
@ foreign monarch the collar of the Order of St. 
Michael without having previously obtained her con- 
sent. “TI will not have my sheep,” she said, “ marked 
with a strange brand, nor suffer them to follow 
the pipe of a strange shepherd.” In this last re- 
mark the reason for the rule is indicated. It was 
Supposed that to accept a foreign order of knighthood 
without the consent of the sovereign might produce “a 
divided allegiance,’ because the statutes of all orders 
required fealty from the knights to the chiefs of the 
order, and might impose obligations upon them incom- 
patible with their superior duties. Hence it has long 
the practice to obtain the royal licence to the 
acceptance of a foreign honour. The earliest of these 
appears to have been given ip 1684. At the 
commencement of the present century, however, an 
incident occurred (which will be found fully narrated in 
Oazlisle's Orders of Knighthood, p, xiv.) which led 


























to the issuing of formal orders on this subject, 
providing “that no British subject shall accept a 
foreign order, or weur its insignia, without having 
previously obtained a warrant under the Royal Sign 
Manual (directed to the Marshal of England) grant- 
ing him his Majesty’s permission to accept and 
wear the same; that the intention of a foreign 
Sovereign to decorate a British subject with the 
insignia of such order shall be notified to his Majesty’s 
Principal Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, either 
through the King’s Minister abroad or through the 
accredited Minister of the foreign Sovereign resident at 
this court; that when his Majesty’s Principal Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs shall have taken his 
Majesty’s pleasure, and obtained his consent upon the 
occasion, he shall then signify the same to his Majesty's 
Principal Secretary of State for the Home Department, 
in order that he may cause the usual warrant to be pre- 
pared for the Royal Sign Manual, and take such other steps 
as may be necessary for carrying his Majesty’s pleasure 
into effect accordingly; and that when the warrant is 
signed by the king, it shall be anounced in the Gazette 
in the usual manner and registered in his Majesty’s Col- 
lege of Arms.” ‘To these orders, in 1812, there was 
added an order, ‘‘ That no subject of his Majesty shall 
be allowed to accept the insignia of a foreign order from 
any Sovereign of a foreign State except they shall be so 
conferred in consequence of active and distinguished 
services before the enemy, either at sea or in the field, or 
unless he shall have been actttally employed in the ser- 
vice of such foreign Sovereign... Up to 1310 it was 
considered that the acceptance of a foreign order of 
knighthood with the consent of the British Sovereign 
would confer on the holder in England the title of 
“Sir,” but in that year the Herald’s College decided 
that this was not the case; and in March, 1813, it was 
ordered, “ ‘That his Majesty’s licence and permission 
doth not authorize, and shall not be deemed or con- 
strued to authorize, the assumption of any style, 
appellation, rank, precedence, or privilege appertaining 
unto a Knight Bachelor of these realms.” 





An Invran Journat announces ‘that twenty-five 
native students gave in their names at a meeting 
recently held in Caleutta as “ willing to sign the pledge,” 
not against liquor-drinking, but against early marriage. 
The following is stated to be the wording of this doou- 
ment :—" Deeply impressed with the pernicious charac- 
ter of the custom of child-marriage, and with the evils 
that have followed in its train, convinced of the solemn 
duty I owe to myself and to my countrymen to dis- 
courage, so far as may lie in my humble power, a custom 
so hurtful to students, so prejudicial to the best interests 
of my countrymen at large—I hereby solemnly declare 
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marriage, till I have completed the age of twenty-one 
years, my present age being —.” We hope we shall not 
lead any of these young native gentlemen to break his 
pledge if we say that the legality and binding nature of 
such an engagement, even if it had been more than a 
simple promise, appear to be questionable. Section 26 
of the Indian Contract Act provides that “every agree- 
ment in restraint of the marriage of any person, other 
than a minor, is void.” Now, according to a learned 
editor of the Act, under Hindoo law minority lasts 
till the close of the fifteenth year; under Moham- 
medan law the question of when minority ceases appears 
to be, to some extent, a question of fact: but neither 
under Mohammedan law nor under Acts relating to cer- 
tain localities or to certain purposes does minority extend 
beyond eighteen. If this be so, it is painful to think that 
these praiseworthy young gentlemen, in addition to the 
self-denial involved in their vow, will for several years 
before it expires have the grief of finding that it is one 
on which the law frowns. Their views of the reasonable- 
ness of the law may, by the time they attain twenty-one, 
resemble those of the Mohammedan who, having lawfully 
married four wives, commits bigamy by marrying a 
fifth. 





THE LAST DAYS OF THE OLD ERA at judges’ chambers have 
been signalized by a series of manifestations of physical 
vigour which are interesting as showing that the practice 
of the law may become an athletic pursuit closely 
resembling football in its severer forms. The state of 
feeling evoked in the combatants may be judged from 
the fact that we were recently assured by a solicitor’s 
clerk of ordinarily most gentlemanly and peaceful 
demeanour that he had succeeded that day in inflict- 
ing a considerable number of thoroughly effec- 
tive kicks in chambers; and the evident satisfac- 
tion with which he made the avowal revealed a 
long series of unrequited wrongs of the same sort. 
Possibly, if the Treasury has sanctioned the employment 
of a sufficient number of able-bodied doorkeepers (as was 
recommended by the committee of judges) there may be 
a considerable improvement as regards physical comfort 
and order under the new régime ; but we hear grave 
doubts expressed on all hands as to the success, in 
other respects, of the proposed arrangements. It is 
little use attempting to introduce the Chancery system 
without the Chancery staffs, and if the rumours which 
reach us have any foundation, the provision in the new 
rules as to “successive hours’’ is likely to receive a 
practical interpretation which would be simply absurd. 





Ir 1s samp that shortly after the passing of the 
Divorce Act a mandate was issued by a certain bishop 
(on this side of the Irish Channel) to the surrogates of 
his diocese ordering that they should not grant a licence 
for marriage to any divorced person ‘‘if the husband or 
wife of such divorced person be still alive.” It is now 
stated that “the bishops have come to a resolution 
that in future licences shall not be granted for the re- 
marriage according to the rites of the Church of 
England of divorced persons.”” The question at the root 
of this matter is, of course, wholly beyond our province, 
and upon it we express no opinion ; but we may be per- 
mitted to point out that some practical difficulty may 
arise as to the right to require an answer to the 
question, “‘ Have you, or has your intended wife, ever 
been divorced ?;” and the officials who will have to ask 
the question should be careful to provide themselves 
with means of self-defence in case of any emotional dis- 
play on the part of the person to whom the question is 
addressed 


- 








a - mg a tage for the office of Remembrancer is 
r. ter Hughes, solicitor, of the firm of Masterman 
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I. 


Ovr columns during the past year have borne testj- 
mony both to the keen interest excited by this measure 
and to the division of opinion to which it has given rise, 
It is unnecessary now to discuss the policy of the Act, 
and it would be unwise to attempt any forecast as to its 
results. It may be described as an elaborate ai 

to repair the breaches which, during the last quarter 
of a century or so, have been driven through the protec. 
tion afforded to creditors by the old Bills of Sale Act; 
and also as an extension of that protection in new 
directions. It is not a little odd, however, that one of 
the weakest points of the old Act, considered as a pro 
tection to creditors, has been left untouched. Mar. 
riage settlements of chattels, as has been well said, are 
precisely the description of transfers in regard to which 
it is often most desirable and most difficult to obtain a 
correct knowledge of the actual interest of the debtor; 
yet the exception of marriage settlements re-appears 
unaltered in the new Act. 

We propose to consider briefly the provisions of the 
new Act under the heads of (1) the instruments needing 
registration as bills of sale, and (2) the formalities pre- 
scribed for the execution and registration of bills of sale, 

Under the first head the first point to be observed is 
the extension (by section 4) of the definition of “ bill of 
sale.” This is now made to include inventories of goods 
with receipt thereto attached and receipts for the pur- 
chase-money of goods; and also “any agreement, 
whether intended or not to be followed by the execution 
of any other instrument, by which a right in equity to 
any personal chattels, or to any charge or security 
thereon, shall be conferred.” To speak, since the Judica- 
ture Act came into operation, of a right in equity seems 
incorrect ; but the reference seems to be to such cases 
as Ex parte Mackay (21 W. R. 664, L. R. 8 Ch. 642), 
where it was held that an agreement for a bill of sale, 
relied on as an equitable assignment of the property, 
required to be registered. 

A more important change is made in the definition of 
“personal chattels.’ That expression is to include 
fixtures and growing crops when separately assigned or 
charged, but not “ fixtures (except trade machinery 4% 
afterwards defined) when assigned together with a free- 
hold or leasehold interest in any land or building to 
which they are affixed.” As to trade fixtures, section 5 
provides that “trade machinery” shall, “for the pur- 
poses of this Act, be deemed to be personal chattels, and 
any mode of disposition of trade machinery by the owner 
thereof which would be a bill of sale as to any other 
personal chattels shall be deemed to be a bill of sale 
within the meaning of this Act.” The section then 
proceeds to define “trade machinery” as “ the 
machinery used in or attached to any factory or 
workshop,” exclusive (1) of the fixed motive-powers; 
(2) fixed power machinery; and (3) steam, gas, and 
water ‘pipes. It is expressly provided that these three 
excepted classes shall not be deemed personal chattels 
within the Act. And lastly, the section defines “ factory 
or workshop” as meaning premises “on which any 
manual labour is exercised by way of trade or for pur- 
poses of gain, in or incidental to the following purposes 
or any of them; that is to say, “‘(a.) In or incidental to 
the making of any article or part of an article; or (b.) In 
or incidental to the altering, repairing, ornamenting, 
finishing, of any article; or (c.) In or incidental to 
the adapting for sale any article,” 

The result of these extremely cumbrous provisions 
appears to be that 

(1) all separately assigned or charged fixtures 
are “personal chattels ” within the Act, except 
(apparently) machinery in a factory or workshop being 
the fixed motive-power, fixed power machinery, % 
steam, gas, or water-pipes. [Section 5 expressly pro- 
vides that this last-mentioned machinery, &c., is 
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to be deemed to be ‘‘ personal chattels” within the Act, 
and we do not see that the generality of this expres- 
gion can be confined by section 4 to cases where such 
machinery is assigned together with the land or building]; 

(2) all assignments of “ trade machinery” (as above 
defined), whether separate or not, are within the Act (sec- 
tions 4, 5). 

As to fixtures, not being trade machinery in a 
factory or workshop, assigned together with a free- 
old or leasehold interest in the land or building 
to which they are attached, section 7 sweeps away 
the doctrine of Hu parte Barclay (22 W. R. 608), 
ty providing that “no fixtures or growing crops shall 
te deemed, under this Act, to be separately assigned 
or charged by reason only that they are assigned by 

te words, or that power is given to sever them 
from the land or building to which they are affixed, or 
from the land on which they grow, without otherwise 
taking possession of or dealing with such land or build- 
ing, or land, if by the same instrument any freenold or 
leasehold interest in the land or building to which such 
fixtures are affixed, or in the land on which such crops 
grow, is also conveyed or assigned to the same person 
arpersons.” And the sane section affords an instance of 
«post facto legislation by providing that “The same 
ile of construction shall be applied to all deeds or in- 
gérunents, including fixtures or growing crops, executed 
before the commencement of this Act, and then subsist- 
iag aud in force, in all questions arising under any 
bankruptcy, liquidation, assignment for the benefit of 
«editors, or execution of any process of any court, which 
éhall take place or be issued after the commencement of 
this Act.” 

Growing crops, to be severed when ripe, were not 
within the Act of 1854, because they are not “ capable 
af complete transfer by delivery ” (Brantom v. Griffis, 
“W. R. 726, L. R. 10. P. D. 349; on app., 25 W. R. 
313, L. R. 2 C. P. D. 212). They are now expressly 
brought within the new Act when they are assigned or 
harged separately from the land on which they grow; 
tut, as will have been observed, they are not to be 
‘emed to be separately assigned or charged by reason 
aly that they are assigned by separate words, or power 
iigiven to sever them from the land, if any freehold or 
lasehold interest in such land is also conveyed or 
‘signed to the same person. 

Section 6 introduces a change of great importance, 
ty providing that “every attornment, instrument, or 
agreement, not being a mining lease, whereby a power 
‘of distress is given or agreed to be given by any person 
to any other person by way of security for any present, 
tature, or contingent debt or advance, and whereby any 
tent is reserved or made payable as a mode of providing 
for the payment of interest on such debt or advance, or 
otherwise for the purpose of such security only, shall be 

to be a bill of sale, within the meaning of this 
Act, of any personal chattels which may be seized or 
taken under such power of distress. Provided, that 
nothing in this section shall extend to any mortgage of 
any estate or interest in any land, tenement, or heredita- 
ment which the mortgagee, being in possession, shall 
have demised to the mortgagor as his tenant at a fair 
‘and reasonable rent.” 

The effect of this section is to require every mortgage 
containing an ordinary attornment or distress clause to be 
Tegistered in order to be effectual against an execution 
Creditor or trustee in bankruptcy. As no mortgagor is 
likely to consent to this, the result, if no loophole can 
be found in this provision, will be vury seriously to 
h the seourity of the mortgagee for payment of 
t in cases where the mortgaged property is in 


interes 
hand. It will be observed that, in order to require 


Ngistration, the instrament must both give a power of 
and reserve and make payable a rent; and it 

may, perhaps, be suggested that if an express power is 
ven to recover the whole mortgage debt by way of 

' no rent will be reserved, and the instrument 








will apparently not need to be registered. But we con- 
fess we feel no great confidence in the suggestion. 

We propose to consider next week the formalities pre- 
scribed for the execution and registration of bills of 
sale, 








ADMINISTRATION OF ESTATES OF PERSONS 
DYING IN INDIA. 


Mr. Pottock, after referring to the Indian Contract Act 
in the preface to the last edition of his book on Con- 
tracts, very truly remarks that “it seems a strange 
thing that the legislation of France and Germany should 
be more accessible to English students than that of our 
own empire.” The difficulty of obtaining in England 
copies of the Acts passed by the Indian Legislative 
Council is aserious evil, and should be remedied by 
the issue of authorized reprints of such of the Indian 
Acts as people in this country may be likely to find 
useful. 

Many of our professional readers have, no doubt, from 
time to time been consulted as to the administration of 
estates in India, and we venture to assert that several 
of them have never even heard of the provision which 
the Legislature of that country has made for such cases. 
We refer to the Act II. of 1874, under which the 
Administrators-General of Bengal, Madras, and Bombay 
are appointed. Each of these officials must be a mem- 
ber of the bar of England or Ireland, or of the Faculty 
of Advocates of Scotland, and must give security for the 
faithful discharge of his duties to two lakh of rupees 
(i.e., £20,000), but as a set-off to this he is not required 
to enter into any administration bond or to give security 
to the court on the grant of any letters of administra- 
tion to him (sections 6, 11, and 12). In the issue of 
letters of administration, preference is given to him 
before a creditor or legatee other than a universal legatee 
or a friend of the deceased. Upon the death of a person 
within his jurisdiction, not being a Hindoo, Mohammedan, 
or Buddhist, leaving assets of 1,000 rupees in value, 
and if no one has applied for administration within one 
month from the date of. the death, the Administrator- 
General is to take the necessary steps to obtain from 
the High Court of his presidency town letters of 
administration to the effects of such person. If, how- 
ever, in the course of such proceedings, an executor or 
next of kin (upon giving security) appears, the court is 
to grant probate or letters of administration accordingly, 
failing which the court is to grant the letters to the 
Administrator-General. The grant of administration to 
the Administrator-General is liable to be revoked in 
favour of either of the persons just mentioned, provided 
the application is made within six months from the 
grant to that official, and there has been no unreason- 
able delay in making the application (sections 15, 16, 
19, 20, and 26). 

The Act contains provisions for creditors coming 
in with their claims within one year from the grant of 
administration; for suits by or against the Administra- 
tor-General, and for creditors’ suits against him. 
Sections 36 and 37 show how, under certain circum. 
stances, this official can grant certificates of administra- 
tion to estates of 1,000 rupees in value. He is also 
directed to keep elaborate books of account, which are 
to be open for inspection at his office, and to file half- 
yearly schedules in the High Court (@) of all moneys 
paid by him on account of each estate under his charge, 
and the balances in hand; (6) of all bonds or other 
securities received on account of the estate, and (c) 
of all administrations whereof the final balances 
have been paid over to the parties entitled. Copies of 
such schedules are directed to be sent to the Secretary 
of State for India, who is to order the same to be 
deposited at the India Office for public inspection (sec- 
tions 43 and 44). Part IV. of the Act provides for the 
auditing by Government of the accounts from time to 
time as it may think proper. 
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The Administrators-General are paid by commission, 
the Admiuistrator-General of Bengal receiving three 
per cent., while the officials at Madras and Bombay 
take five per cent. upon all assets which are collected 
and distributed in due course of administration; one 
half to be paid upon the collection of assets and the 
other half upon the distribution. Section 56 provides 
that no other person than the Administrator-General, 
acting officially, shall receive or retain any commission 
or agency charges for anything done as executor or 
administrator under any_ probate or letters of adminis- 
tration or letters ad colligendum bona granted by the 
High Courts and district courts. 

Under section 31 any private executor or administra- 
tor can transfer, by an instrument in writing, bearing a 
stamp of ten rupees, all estates and effects, vested in him 
tothe Administrator-General with his consent, and there- 
upon the transferor is to be exempt from all liability as 
executor or administrator. Remittances are made to 
the India Office to the Administrator-General’s official 
agent there. 

One result of section 56 has been a good deal over- 
looked. The Court of Chancery, as is well known, 
always allowed an executor in India, to whom no legacy 
was given in his character of executor, a commission of 
five per cent. on all assets of the testator collected by 
him in India. The ground on which this exception 
from the general rule was based in the earlier cases was 
the importance of obtaining persons to act as trustees in 
India, but in later cases it has been stated as being that 
the courts in this country adopt the rule which prevails 
in India, because it would be unjust that, because 
executors pass their accounts in this country, they 
should be deprived of an allowance to which they would 
have been entitled if they had passed them in India. 
Whichever ground is adopted, it will be seen that the 
old rule is likely to be abandoned in case the question 
should come before the English courts. We suppose, 
however, the question will not be likely to arise, as 
persons who deal with Indian assets, being aware of 
the law of that country, will not claim commission or 
agency charges. At the same time, the profession will 
do well to remember the present state of the law on the 


point. 








Sir Henry Hawkins has been elected an honorary member 
of the Jockey Club. 

It is stated that Lord Gordon of Drumearn, one of the 
Lords of Appeal, has been ordered by his medical advisers 
to psss the early months of the winter in the south of 
France, and that he will therefore be unable to be present 
at the hearing of appeals in the House of Lords at the 
ensuing sittings commencing on the 5th of November. 


At the Kirkdale Quarter Sessions, the chairman, Lord 


Derby, in chargirg the grand jury, said he was sorry to tell 
them that they had before them one of the heaviest 
calendars he remembered at those sessions. The number of 


prisoners for trial was 110, and that number had in his 
recollection only been exceeded once, and that was in 1876. 
In general the number of prisoners ranged between sixty 
and eighty. 

At the Chester Assizes on Monday, in s case where a 
man was charged with murdering his wife, the jury re- 
turned a verdict of not guilty, and, immediately this was 
given, the occupants of the court, whick was crowded to its 
utmost capacity, sent up cheer after cheer, which lasted 
several minutes, completely drowning the voices of the 
cfficiale. His lordship ordered all egress to be stopped, 
ond, after quiet had been partially restored, in very severe 
terms rebuked the crowd for an act which he said was one 
of the grossest indecency. He said if courts of justice 
were to be made arenas for applause where verdicts were 
popular, they might as easily be made arenas for hisses 
where verdicta were unpopular, and juries, instead of 
being subject to no improper inflaence, would be liable to 
a& sort of mob ism. Introduction of feeling into 
courts of law was likely to end in its introduction into 
justice, 


Recent Decisions. 
PLEADING. 


(Berdan v. Greenwood, C.A., 26 _ R, 902, L. R. 3 Ex, 
D. 251, 


We are glad to observe that the opinion which we ex- 
pressed some time ago on the effect of the decision jy: 
Spurr v. Hall (26 W. R. 78, L. BR. 2 Q. B. D. 615) iy 
fully justified by the judgment in the present case. It 
has been very generally supposed that the effect of the 
decision in Spurr v. Hall was that in no case could a 
defendant be allowed to plead payment into court under 
the new rules together with pleas denying the cause of 
action in respect of which the payment into court was 
pleaded. At chambers it has been the practice since the 
decision in Spurr v. Hall to refuse to allow defendants 
to plead in this manner. We argued that it was per- 
fectly reasonable that a defendant should be allowed to. 
say that he denied the cause of action, but if a payment 
of such and such an amount would satisfy the plaintiff 
he was prepared to pay that rather than dispute the 
matter. The grounds of the decision in Spurr v. Hall 
were of a somewhat technical nature, and seemed to us 
inadequate as opposed to the broad and substantial con- 
siderations of convenience and good sense which appeared 
to exist in favour of the view now taken by the Court of 
Appeal. It seems doubtful whether in the Court of 
Appeal the case of Spurr v. Hall could be supported 
even on the narrower grounds on which it is capable of 
being put, although the Court of Appeal did not in terms 
overrule it. In fact, the judgment in the Court of 
Appeal expressly guards against the supposition that the 
court indorsed that decision. We cannot help thinking 
that the judges who took the view upon which that deci- 
sion was founded were too much biassed by the old 
practice and by the feeling against inconsistency on the 
record. This kind of feeling is a last flicker of the old 
spirit of the pleader from which even the ablest and most 
broad-minded judges are not on every occasion able to 
free themselves; such is the force of habit and ingrained 
affection for the technicalities of art. 

Lord Justice Thesiger, who delivered the opinion 
of Lord Justice Brett and himself, in a judgment 
which handles the subject with great breadth of 
view and a thorough appreciation of the spirit of the 
new rules of pleading, said, “Is there then any- 
thing inherently unjust in a defendant paying money 
into court in respect of a cause of action which at the 
same time he, by his pleadings, denies to exist? As a 
general proposition we should answer nothing, while 
there is much to be said in favour of it. Is it just in 
principle as regards a defendant, who considers that he 
has a good defence on the merits, but is desirous, if pos- 
sible, of terminating litigation by a payment of money, 
that he should be forbidden to adopt this prudent course 
except under the penalty of a complete admission of # 
cause of action which he honestly disputes, and with the 
consequent risk that would attend the trial of the action 
if the sole issue were as to the sufficiency of the amount 
paid in? On the other hand what is it, if such a course 
be taken, of which the plaintiff has to complain? In the 
great majority of actions, whether of contract or tort, it 
can hardly be suggested that he is in any more embar- 
rassing predicament than that in which he would be 
placed in an ordinary case of a simple payment into 
court, or inacase where inconsistent pleas, not including 
a plea of payment into court, are pleaded. In the latter 
case he must be prepared to meet the alternative defences;. 
in the former he must judge whether it is advisable to pro~ 
ceed with the action at all.” 

It may be urged that when the amount sought to be paid’ 
into court is small, such as forty shillings, the defendant: 
does not really wish to buy peace, but seeks to deprive’ 
the plaintiff of costs in the event of his only ng & 
cause of action to that amount, But, even so, why should 
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the defendant not be entitled to do this? The defend- 
ant’s advisers may fairly think that he is entitled to suc- 
ceed on the substance of the case, but that some trumpery 
little cause of action may remain which may saddle him 
with the whole of the costs, and which it is therefore 
prudent to provide against. It is a scandal to justice 
that when a plaintiff has substantially failed, the litigious 
~practitioner should get all the costs of a speculative 
action. 
It is to be observed, however, that the Court of 
Appeal seem to guard themselves against being supposed 
to hold that in every case such a mode of pleading should 
be allowed. If special circumstances existed, under 
which it would tend to prejudice, embarrass, or delay 
the fair trial of the action, it would seem that the court 
would disallow it, and, indeed, under ord. 27, r. 1, would 
‘be bound to disallow it. What the decision in Berdan 
y. Greenwood seems to amountfto is that in general such 
a mode of pleading is admissible, and is not embarrassing 
merely because it raises inconsistent issues. 








General Correspondence. 


‘To Cornresponpents.— All letters intended for publica- 
tion in the “ Solicitors’ Journal” must be authen- 
ticated by the name of the writer. The Editor cannot 
undertake to return MSS. forwarded to him. 

*,* We regret that want of space compels us to leave 
over several reviews and other matter. 

A SUBSTITUTE FOR REGISTRATION OF 
TITLE. 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.]} 


Sir,—I observe that one of your correspondents 
{22 Souicrrors’ Journat, page 889) asks why nothing 
more transpires relative to the proposal that (as a substi- 
tute for registration) a memorandum of each deed 
should be indorsed on the preceding one. That pro- 
posal was originally made by me in my “‘ Apology for 
the Present System of Conveyancing” (Longmans, 
1870). I therefore submit the following as the best 
short enactment which I can frame on the subject, but I 
must point out that an enactment on any subject must 
give rise to numerous questions unless it provide against 
‘them by clauses of elaborate detail. 

“A memorandum of a deed (if indorsed on the next 
preceding instrument through which title is traced to 
any person who by such deed disposes, since the 31st of 
December, 1878, of any interest in any tenement, held by 
@ free tenure, and situate in England or Wales, but not 
in a register county) shall entitle the disposition of such 
‘interest so made to the same priority over any inconsist- 
ent disposition made by any other deed as if the deed 


“Tf (a) such memorandum states the date of the deed 
which it records and the parties to it, and the extent to 
which it disposes of or displaces the interest derived 
ander the earlier instrument, and the transmissions (if 
any) which connect the title of the disponee under the 
earlier with that of the disponor under the later instru- 
‘ment, and that the memorandum was indorsed on a 

ed day at a specified hour ; 

“And (b) a recital of the earlier instrument and of 
the said transmissions (if any) be contained in the later 


one ; 

“And (c) signature of a solicitor or certificated convey- 
‘cer be appended to the memorandum ; 

“ Unless a memorandum of the deed which would 
otherwise be postponed (containing such statements and 
0 signed as above-mentioned), be so indorsed before the 
dndorsing of the first-mentioned memorandum.” 

H. W. Boyp Maoxay. 


_. 16, Queen-street, Exeter. 


REMUNERATION OF SOLICITORS. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Jowrnal.} 


Sir,—Can the enclosed advertisement (extracted from 
the columns of a High Church weekly) be regarded as 
the first fruits of the recent discussions on the above sub- 
ject? The advertiser is possibly actuated by philan- 
thropic or religious motives in making his extremely 
liberal offer, but would it be ungenerous to put another 
construction upon his proposal, and ize a bare- 
faced touting for business on the part of “ X. L. X.”? 

Oct. 29. L. 8. D. 

[The following is the advertisement referred to by our 
correspondent :— 

. PURCHASERS and VENDORS of PROPERTY.—A Soliciter of 
great experience in conveyancing will carry ous the legal business of 


sales and purchases at the low charge of £5 and costs out of pocket. 
Hignest references.—X. L. X., Messrs. Deacon’s, Leadeahall-street.] 





NOTES ON THE MANCHESTER MEETING. 
[BY A VISITOR. ] 


Tr rests with the council of the Incorporated Law Society 
to fix the date of the meeting, which was this year held later 
pea in any previous year. It will be more convenient that 
e meeting should take place in fature not later than daring 
the first or second week in October. The recent meeting 
was held too near the close of the long vacation, when 
solicitors find it difficult to leave their offices, and are for 
the most part engaged in preparing for the sitting ef the 
courts. An earlier date should, therefore, be fixed for the 
next provincial meeting, which it has been wisely suggested 
should be held at Cambridge. All partsof the country were 
fairly represented at the Manchester Meeting, and the at- 
tendance was good, but the numbers might certainly have 
been larger, and will, we trust, be greater at Cambridge, 
which is 80 much nearer London, Nothing was wanting 
on the part of the hosts to render the recent meeting a 
success. The Manchester Incorporated Law Association, 
under the able and courteous direction of its president, Mr. 
Bateson Wood, with the assistance of its indefatigable hon. 
secretary, Mr. Unwin, certainly spared neither effort.nor 
expense to provide for the wants of those who were present. 
There were many points in the president's eminently 
practicai and admirable address which formed suitable 
topics for discussion ; and it isa pity that they did not re- 
ceive more attention. Thisis no doubt due to the fact 
that solicitors are not, as a body, much given to public 
speaking, and because it is impossible to listen to un ad- 
dress, the subject of which is altogether unknown before- 
hand, and at the same time to formulate ideas for almost 
immediate expression. Mr. Hollams’ remarks with regard 
to the system of references created by the Judicature Act 
gave rise, however, to a discussion, which resulted in the 
meeting requesting the council to consider whether any 
steps can be taken to remove the defects existing 
in the system of trial by, and reference to, the official 
referees. This is a subject with which the practical 
experience of solicitors is very capable of dealing, snd the 
council will be able (as was intended by the resolution) to 
take the whole matter into consideration, and to prepare a 
report for submission to the Lord Chancellor pointing out 
the existing defects and suggesting those remedies which 
experience has shown to be necessary. The meetiog deci- 
y approved of the system of reference to official referees, 
which it is to be hoped may eventually be’ so improved and 
constituted as to secure the confidence of the profession. If 
this result should be achieved, the meeting at Manchester 
will be long and gratefully remembered. 
The resolution passed relating to the mode of entering 
precancerous almost —— accept- 
ance, and it dealt with a tii uestion of general appli- 
eation, to which those tp eben wees discussed contributed 
their experience, which enabled the meeting to arrive at a 
be copscted, the low etespeetihy wan oilelentl 
As might be ex , the law of copyright was y 
and successfully discussed by Mr. ©. J. Follett in the paper 
repared by him. It was well-expressed and well-delivered. 
tt had reference, however, to a subject with which it was 
apparent that few present were familiar or in a position to dis- 








cuss on the spur of the moment, aud it consequently led to no 
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debate. This was no donbt disxppointing to the author, 
but the paper, from the marked attention it received, evi- 
dently interested the meeting and will be found valuable for 
reference. If papers of this description result in no imme- 
diate action, still they fulfil an important function in sup- 
plying information not universally known and in maintain- 
ing the tone and character of the meeting. 

r. Grinham Keen’s was naturally an attractive subject, 
especially to country solicitors, and probably in some respects 
of more interest to them than to solicitors practising in 
London. His paper was well-received, and satisfactorily 
established the point for which Mr. Keen contended. And 
althongh the terms of the resolution, which the discussion 
upon this paper produced, are not so happily expressed as 
they might have been—since they fail to recognize the efforts 
already made by the council of the Incorporated Law 
Society, and are somewhat imperative—yet the resolution 
undoubtedly expressed the unanimous feeling of the meeting, 
and will support the council in their endeavours to secure to 
solicitors a similar right to that which the islature has 
already, on the application of the council, conceded to mem- 
bers of the bar. 

Advantage was taken of Mr. Keen’s paper to introduce 
the subject of the dispensing power vested in the Master of 
the Rolls and the chiefs of the three common law divisions 
of the High Court of Justice in reference to the preliminary 
examination. Though perhaps not strictly in order, the 
matter was properly mentioned, since the society a 
resolution relating to it at the Bristol meeting Jast year. It 
appears that, while the power in question has been ex- 
ceptionally used by most of the judges, the Lord Chief 
Baron has granted no less than sixty applications. This, of 
course, was considered an unfair use of the power given «by 
the statcte, and since the preliminary examination has 
already of great benefit to the profession, and the 
opportunities for the judges investigating the circumstances 
of the applications made to them are necessarily somewhat 
limited, it seems only right that the power ought not to be 
exercised without reference to the council, under whose 
jurisdiction, with this exception, all the examinations are 
now placed. It may be right that dispensing power 
should exist, but its exercise in sixty cases in the short space 
of one year surely makes some alteration necessary; and the 
council will, we trust, not fail to give to the matter their 
early attention. 

Attention was properly drawn to the Indictable Offences 
Bill of 1878 by the paper prepared by Mr. J. W. Clabon, but 
read by Mr. Williamson. It was, of course, to be d 
that cireumstances beyond his control prevented the attend- 
ance of Mr. Clabon. The subject was concisely and ably 
treated, and resulted in the passing of a resolution, which is, 
at least, calculated to show that any well-devised measure 
of law reform will always receive the support of solicitors 
without reference in any way to their pecuniary or pro- 
feesioual interests. Some interesting suggestions were made 
during the discussion which followed the reading of the 
paper; bot, although in uence of the diversity of 
opinion that prevailed, no very practical conclusion was 
expressed, still the members of the council present will, no 
doubt, profit by what they heard when they come hereafter 
to consider the Bill. It would have been desirable to dis- 
cuss the subject more fully, but with that fair desire which 
prevaded the meeting on each day to give time to consider 
all the papers, short speeches were made aad fewer ex- 
pressions of opinion were obtained than might have been 


The law and practice relating to juries formed the subject 


of Mr, Gibson's paper. It led to the of a resolution 
with which the council will probably find some diffieulty in 
— , unless they communicate with the different under- 

ve A 





that it set forth certain definite resolutions, which, if they had 
previously been known, the meeting would have been better 
prepared to discuss. It would have been desirable to have 
had a fuller discussion on the vexed question of the regis. 
tration of assurances, and that a formal resolution should have 
been placed before the meeting. ‘The resolution as to the 
desirability of adopting a scale of charges was sure 
to be carried, and the council were rightly asked to con- 
tinue their attention to the matter. But it would have 
been advantageous to point out what steps should be taken, 
by the council; and the absence of any such indication. 
somewha detracts from the value of the resolution. 

Weare naturally led to inquire inconclusioa, Are thesepro- 
vincial meetings worth continuing? Having narrowly 
watched their progress, we say that, by all means, they are, 
and we trust they will always form an important feature in the 
society’soperations. It must, however, rest very much with those- 
whoattend thesemeetingstosee thatany subject referred to the 
council for consideration is not dropped, and to call attention 
to it again at the subsequent meeting if it should appear to 
have been overlooked or imperfectly considered. In the 
meantime, there is the opportunity of communicating with: 
the council through the secretary ; and we believe that 
the council will always gladly receive further information. 
upon any subject under their consideration. It would addi 
to the importance of these meetings, and to the value of re- 
solutions passed by them, if the programme circulated before 
the meeting, and which announces the subjects of the papers,. 
Contained a short summary stating the points to which atten. 
tion would be directed, and the conclusions, if any, proposed. 
to be enforced. Opportunity would thus be given to prepare 
for discussion, and to frame appropriate resolutions in suitable: 
terms. In addition, each successive president might (as was. 
suggested in one of the papers) in his inaugural address refer 
to the result of the consideration given to any resolutions 
passed at the previous provincial meeting ; and an importance © 
would thus be given to such resolutions which at present they 
seem hardly to possess. S. S..C. 





The Atheneum says there is reason to believe that the 
Corpus Professorship of Jurisprudence at Oxford, which Sir 
Henry Sumner Maine resigns at the end of this year, will 
be converted into a Professorship of Constitutional Law ané 
Legal History. 

The Corpus Professor of Jurisprudence at the University 
of Oxford, Sir H. S. Maine, will deliver on Saturday, the 
2nd of November, the first of several public lectures on the 
descent of property among kinsmen. The subject of the 
lecture, which will be delivered at 2 p.m. in the hall of 
Corpus Christi College, will be “‘ Modern theories of succes- 
sion to property after death, and the corrections of them 
suggested by recent researches,” 


The Besthorpe manorial estate, the proverty of Earl Win- 
terton, and situated at Attleborough, in Norfolk, about four-- 
teen miles from the county town, was sold. by auction, ia 
lots, at Norwich, on Saturday, by Lord Winterton’s agent, 
Mr. F. Statham Hobson, of London. The principal lot, 
comprising Besthorpe-hall, the old manor house, reali 
£17,500. The entire estate consisted of 1,100 acres, and 
the day’s sale produced, exclusive of the advowson, a totad 
of nearly £50,000. 


Tuz New Rrver.—At the Auction Mart, on the 24th ult.,. 
Messrs, Fox & Bousfield offered for sale certain freehold 
shares and interests in the New River; the auction attracted 
a large concourse of buyers and be vege the spacious 
sale-room being crowded with apparently eager bidders. The 
speciality of the New River is that its original shares are 
freehold, or real estates, and pass by deed, Each freehold 
share represents an undivided seventy-second part of the entire: 
undertaking, one half of these are called the King’s Moiety, 
and the other half the Adventurers’ Moiety. The dividend 
on one of these shares was for the last year £2,200. This 
income appears to be an annually increasing one. ‘The 
lotting at the recent sale comp fractional parts of these 
shares, from a one hundred and twentieth to a fiftieth, and 
the price averaged £89,600 per share, Ther 
certain new shares of £100 each, fully paid, shari 
in all the advantages of the old shares; of these 
offered at this auction, and all were sold at prices w 
an average of over £316 per share. 
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Hacteties. 


SOCIAL SCIENCE ASSOCIATION. 


At the Cheltenham meeting, on Monday, Mr. A, E. Miller, 
QC., LL.D., one of the Railway Commissioners, delivered 
his eddress as president of the Jurisprudence Section. After 
referring to the labours of the Statate Law Commission and 
to the revised edition of the statutes, he proceeded :—How 

do you suppose it would take to prepare and edit by 
ebority a similar edition of the reports? Certainly not a 
shorter time, and yet till that has been done it would be 
hopeless to look for even a reasonably good digest—that is 
tosay, a text-book which might be used as authority, and 
as containing all the authorities, on any branch of our law ; 
not to speak of a code, which, as I have said before, is in- 
tended to supersede the unwritten as well as the written 
law. These preliminary steps, however, require nothing but 
time, care, and patience to em into effect. The 
game agency which has authoritatively edited the statutes 
covld, if so minded, issue an equally authoritative digest, 
though that, if confined to the statute law, would be of but 
little advantage ; bnt similar agency could, no doubt, with 
the concurrence of the judges, which we have no reason to 
suppose would be withheld, prepare—first, a complete edi- 
tion of all that is still valuable in the reports; and then, 
such a digest as well of the positive law contained in the 
statute-book as of the common law, so far as it has hitherto 
been formulated by judicial expression, as would bring 
before us in a manageable shape all that at present 
constitutes our corpus juris; it is when you propose 
to give to your digest—whether further developed 
into a code or not—that legislative sanction, without 
which it must at best remain merely a higher sort 
of text-book, that your great difficulty will have to be en- 
countered; and, with our present system of legislation, and 
unless you can find a House of Commons ready and willing 
totake your law on trust and accept your measures as a 
whole—to do which you must return to the days of Henry 
VIII.—I do not see how such a measure as would be needed 
can ever be expected to become law. The difficulty here 
referred to is not, however, by any means peculiar to this 
question, but one which, as it seems to me, more than any 
other retards all progress in law reform, and is due to the 
very defective machinery which we employ for the manu- 
facture of new laws and the amendment of old ones ; and 
the most important, if not the most pressing of all reforms, 
isareform in the machinery of legislation. How can the 
framers of a Bill of any importance be expected to produce 
a consistent and intelligible document when, no matter with 
what careful accuracy it may have been originally contrived, 
no matter what pains may have been taken to preserve its 
homogeneity with the rest of the law bearing upon the sub- 
lect, it is impossible even to guess at the form in which 
it may eventually become law? An amendment introduced 
alio intuitu may, perhaps in mere ignorance, destroy an im- 
portant connexion ; may—not unfrequently does—by the use 
ofsome term in a sense different from that in which it is used 
elsewhere, introduce an element of ambiguity into the whole 
Act; may even, as the result of some compromise upon a 
question of detail, introduce unforeseen complications which 


* go far to render the whole measure unworkable. The 


temedy is simple, and is not now propounded for the first 
time. I can lay no claim whatever to originality in the 
suggestion I am about to make, but I have all the more 
confidence in its soundness. Without a standing committee, 
which should be responsible for the language, but the 
language only, of all Acts of Parliament, and which should 
be supreme upon all questions of verbiage, it is hopeless to 
expect our legislation to be either intelligent or consistent. 
Such a committee ought not to be numerous, certainly not 
more than five in number, and should be given such a posi- 
tion as to rank and salary as would secure the acceptance 
of the office, which ought to be a permanent one, by the 
Most experienced parliamentary draftemen of the day, To 
this committee every Bill should be referred as soon as it 
has been road a second time; and it should be their duty to 

t out all inconsistencies of language, either with the 

iteelf or with any part of the prior law not proposed to 
be repealed, and to make suggestions for thelr removal, 
After the Bill has passed through committee of the House it 
erred to this committee, who should now 





| 


be bound to introduce all the amendments made by the 
House in appropriate language, so as to give effect to the 
intention of Parliament in the best possible manner. It 
should, of course, be competent for the House to recommit 
the Bill and then send it back to the committee with further 
instructions, and this process might be repeated indefinitely; 
but no alteration should be allowed upon report or on 
third reading of any Bill, nor should any Bill be pre- 
for third mading, except in the shape in which 
it has last left the standing committee. . . . Passing 
now toa brief consideration of a totally different question, 
I desire your attention for a few moments to that 
which I cannot but consider the most “burning” ques- 
tion of the day—I mean the law affecting the custody and 
control of lunatics. It is essential to a good lunacy 
law that its operation, both as to the persons to be 
affected and as to the amount of restraint to be enforced 
thereby, should be as restricted as is compatible with proper 
care of the lunatics themselves, and due protection of others 
from the results of their infirmity. Hence it follows that 
the two cardinal principles of a good lunacy law should be: 
—1. To secure that no one should be made liable to be 
treated as a lanatic without the most searching inquiry, 
conducted in public, and by a competent judicial officer; so 
as, as far as may be, to preclude the possibility of fraud, 
accident, or mistake. 2. So to provide for the control of 
lunatics as to interfere as little as may be with the free 
exercise of their natural liberty. . . In all cases not 
coming within some one of these classes any forcible restraint 
of the lunatic, even under the most favourable regulations, 
is always an evil, often a cruelty. The suggestions which I 
would make as to the required reforms in the law on this 
subject are the following:—1. No inquiry into the sanity of 
an alleged lunatic, whether by a master in lunacy or other- 
wise, ought to be held in private; in order to authorize the 
detention of any one as 6 lunatic, such inquiry ought to be 
public, to proceed exclusively upon sworn evidence, given by 
witnesses produced for cross-examination, and ought to be 
conducted by a competent judicial officer, assisted either by 
a jury or by sworn medical assessors at the option of the 
eged lunatic, but in no case acting upon his own judg- 
ment merely, The cost of every such inquiry ought to be 
borne in the first instance by the person instituting the same, 
but he should be recouped out of the lunatic’s ae , if 
any, whenever the case was satisfactorily «stablished. 2 
No lunatic should be liable to be forcibly detained in any 
asylum, or otherwise, until it had been established, in some 
judicial proceeding, that he was ‘‘ dangerous,” except under 
circumstances provided for in the next two suggestions. 3, 
No lunatic, not dangerous, should be received into any 
public asylum without a special order from a justice of the 
peace, which should not be given without evidence that in 
the absence of such order the lunatic was likely to bes 
burden on the rates. 4. Private lunatic asylums should be 
altogether abolished, and no person receiving lunatic are 
into a private house for medical treatment should be per- 
mitted to receive more than one at atime. It will be 
remarked that these suggestions deal exclusively with the 
custody of the lunatic’s person, and in no way affect the 
care of his property. I do not wish to be supposed entirely 
to assent to the law as it stands in this respect, but the 
subject is not a pressing one, and rather calls for reform in 
administrative details than for any materiel alteration in 
principle. After referring to the law for the regulation and 
control of railway companies, including the question of the 
liability of railway companies to their servants in respect of 
injuries arising out of negligence on the part of their low- 
servants, the learned president concladed his able and 
instructive address with the remark that, “while the fabric 
of English law endures—et esto perpetua—it will never cease 
either to require or to receive progressive adaptation, in accor- 
dance with that t law of evolution which, whether it 
prevail in the world of physics or not, is the true and only 
test of life in human institutions ; and, therefore, the time 
will never come when the labours of such an association as 
this will be undesirable or superfluous.” 


Mr. H. W. Boyd Mackay, of Exeter, read a paper ex- 
lanatory of a method devised by him for the more perfect 
ormularization of the law. He stated that he had for a 
years been engaged in analyzing the judicial decisions 

statutory — ay re view of agape some 
rinciples on whic e@ objects general’ roped 
Geatdevate might be simultaneously Mttained that he 








8 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 






Nov. 2, 1878, 





























——— and was 
believed he had at last arrived at a solution of the problem. | position of the funds of the society, the committee are re. many Y' 
He pointed out that a digest should combine a perfectly | spectfully requested to augment the annual allowance of the held th 
scientific character, with a perfectly alphabetical form, and | widows and families of ased members.” Considerable Minister 
should present in detail all the material facts of each | discussion ensued on this motion, in the course of which it amemb 
abstracted case, and yet present them in such a manner as | was pointed out that there was nothing to bind the directorg commis: 
should render it unnecessary for the reader to peruse any of | as to the amount of the allowances they now made, claims ° 
them but those bearing on the matter he might have in | Ultimately the mover and seconder stated that they werg Treaty, 
hand. In explaining how this purpose might be accom- | satisfied with having brought the matter before the meeti baronet 
plished he drew a parallel between law and the natural | and withdrew the resolution.—The thanks of the meeting Mr. « 
sciences, and pointed out that a much closer analogy exists | were to the directors and auditors, who were re has bee! 


between them than is generally suspected, and that his | elected for the ensuing year.—Mr. F. T. Woolbert, of 12, 
method might be advantageously used for the statement of | Lincoln’s-inn-fields, was appointed a director, and Mr. E. P, 





























































necessitous solicitors and proctors in England and Wales, and 
their wives, widows, and families, was held on Tuesday 
morning, the 24th of October, at the Town Hall, Manchester, 
before the sitting of the Incorporated Law Society. Mr. 
Edwin Uedger presided. The half-yearly report spoke of the 
advancing prosperity of the association. During the past 
half-year seventy-six new members had joined the associa- 
tion, making, with those added during previous six months, 
@ total of 173 new members admitted during the year. The 
aggregate number of members enrolled was 2,489, of whom 
931 were life and 1,558 annual subseribers. Forty-one life 
members were also annual contributors of subscriptions vary- 
ing from one to five guineas each. The usual audited 
account showed that the receipts for the past half-year had 
been £2,433 10s. 4d., which, added to those of the previous 
six months, gave a total of £4,040 14s. 4d. received daring 
the year. Daring the past half year the board had distri- 
jouted £835 in grants of assistance to three members, a 
member's wife, and the widows and families of eighteen 
deceased members; and £640 to eight non-members, and the 
widowsand familiesof forty -onedeceased non-members; which, 
with the grants tos. tha. penonning Sa. Beaton Sine 
of relief during the 

been invested in the 


cap unting 
round numbers to £35,000. Some members thought they 
ought not to accumulate so much, but to distribute more, but 








Savings Bank. He was also vice-president of the Norwich 
Union Fire Insurance Society, and had also acted as deputy. 
chancellor of the diocese of Norwich. Mr. Hotson was 
greatly respected by all classes in the city, and his death has 
caused universal regret. 


MR. CHARLES JOHN SIDEBOTTOMN. 


Mr. Chiifles John Sidebottom, stipendiary magistrate for 
the city of Worcester, died at Elm Bank, Worcester, on 
the 26th ult., after a very short illness, in his eighty-ninth 
year. Mr. Sidebottom was the third son of the late Mr, 
Radcliffe Sidebottom, barrister. He was born in 1789, and 
was culled to the bar at the Middle Temple in Trinity Term, 
1818. He joined the Oxford Circuit, and soon afterwards 
settled at Worcester. In 1836 he was appointed stipendiary 
magistrate for that city, and held that office for forty-three 
years, being by many years the oldest stipendiary magistrate 
inEngland. The deceased was highly esteemed by all classesat 
Worcester, and was a most efficient and conscientious magis- 
trate. He retained all his faculties till the last, and was 
discharging his duties in court within a few days of his 
death. Mr. Sidebottom wad also a magistrate tor Worcester- 
shire and Herefordshire, and was judge of the old court of 
pleas for the city, the jurisdiction of which tribunal has been 
practically superseded by the County Court Acts. He was 
married in 1825 tothe daughter of Mr. John Freeman, of 
Gaines, Herefordshire. 
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any branch of science. He also severely animadverted on | Burton, of 37, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, a trustee in the room of nership 
waite pom wee of at ber sates aneney et | Comdinibioman ee 
id a vote of than e x F 
expressed an opinion that the clauses which are now usually ereti 
inserted in such instruments might and ought to be formu- igne 
— into — of law, operative under _s same circum- a i. 
ces under which they are now adop as express 7 * 8, 
stipulations. In conclusion, he expressed a hope that the Obituary Clad, « 
Government would see the wisdom of expending a small 
portion of the public money on the preparation of a code MR. WALES CHRISTOPHER HOTSON. 
which should embrace, not only the judiciary and statute Mr. Wales Christopher Hotson, barrister, died at his 
law, ay cho —— a ot wore tence _ — gy org mr on the an ~ on 
1 tnereby save © profession the great expenditure 0 otson was born in 2; was an M.A. of Cai 
4 time and energy, and to the public a great expenditure of | College, Cambridge, and was called to the bar at Linsolstie 4 The 
{ money which the present intricate and antiquated state of | inn in Trinity Term, 1841. He was a member of the old tical C 
} the law renders necessary. Norfolk Circuit, attending the Norfolk and Norwich Sessions; and th 
paises and a short time after his call to the bar he settled at per an 
i Norwich, and commenced to practice locally as a con- On 
| SOLICITORS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION. | veyancer- Mr. Hotson was for many years district auditor ina c 
PER ET ERATE as be under the Poor Law Board for the Western Division of the ¢ La 
( of the cite’ Palo — era i i or com county of Norfolk, and superintendent of the Norwich an all 


be could not agree with that suggestion. As the represen- Appotuturents, Ete a 
aap ba leg cceaoag FF pea eg ny xo Mr. James Josepu Casey, barrister, has been created a Py 
that they had large responsibilities, onthe “ uence they | Companion of the Order of St. Michael and St. George in 
t to have @ satisfactory assem. Sage hot agree recognition of his services as executive commissioner for the ja 
—,* 000 was too large a capital. He thought, indeed, | °lony of Victoria at the Paris Exhibition. Mr. Casey was th 
: that they should have a very much er sum in their | ‘led to the bar at Melbourne in 1865, He is a member of ; 
: snds, 80 thet os years went on they might found the Legislative mr. So the colony, and has held the * 
schools and thoroughly establish the society. Mr. B. A, | Olice of Attorney-General. br 
i Payne (Liverpool) seconded the resol He said Mr. Rosentr Dimsvare has been elected Depaty-Chairman th 
he had recently made a canvass in his town on behalf | of Quarter Sessions for the Hertford Division of Hertford- pS 
' of the association, and had succeeded in obtaining a list of | shire, in succession to Earl Cowper, who bas been appointed ay 
twenty new exzoal monsbers a and cy. rym Na van ane chairman of the court. teh it 
/ to s. He thought much mi Sir Joun Rosen, Bart., Q.0., has been created a Knight i 
: direction in Manchester and elsewhere, and that the associa- | Grand Cross of the Order of St. Michael and St. George, in 8 
tion might be much benefited.—After some farther discus- | r tion of his services as executive commissioner for s 
sion the report was Mr. G. B. Dodd (London) | the dominion of Canada at the Paris Exhibition. Sir J. t 
moved, and Mr. H. Bramley (Sheffield) seconded—‘ That in | Rose is the son of Mr. William Rose, of Aberdeen. He was I 
the opinion of this meeting, haviog regard to the present | born in 1820; was educated at King’s College, Aberdeen; 
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and was called to the bar at Montreal. in 1842, He-was for 
many years a member of the Canadian Parliament. He has 
held the offices of Solicitor-General, Receiver-General, 
Minister of Public Works, and Finance Minister, and he is 
amember of the Privy Council of the dominion. He wasa 
commissioner for Great Britain under the commission for 
claims against the United States arising out of the Oregon 
Treaty, and he was created a K.C.M.G. in 1870, and a 
paronet in 1872. 

Mr. Jonn Berry WatForD, solicitor, of Abergavenny, 
has been appointed Clerk to the County Magistrates at that 

, in succession to the late Mr. William Forster Batt. 

. Walford was admitted a solicitor in 1860, and is in part- 
nership with Mr, Richard Baker Gabb. 

Mr, Eruratm Wayman, solicitor, of Cambridge, has been 
unanimously elected Agent to the Cambridge County Con- 
servative Association, in the place of Mr. Frederick Barlow, 
resigned. Mr. Wayman was admitted a solicitor in 1854, 
and is honorary secretary to the Cambridge Conservative 
Club, and registration agent for the borough. 
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Legal News. 


” The office of First Estate Commissioner of the Ecclesias- 
tical Commission has been resigned by the Earl of Chichester, 
and the resignation has been accepted. The salary is £1,200 
per annum. 

On the 24th ult., before Mr. Justice Lush, vacation judge, 
ina caseof Waterlow § Sons, Limited v. Waterlow, Brothers, 
¢ Layton, a motion was made for an injunction to restrain 
an alleged piracy by the defendants, who have published a 
“Legal Diary’’ in alleged imitation of the plaintiffs’ publica- 
tion, called ‘‘The Solicitors’ Diary.”” Counsel stated that 
ithad been arranged the matter should stand over to the 
second motion day in next sittings, the defendants undertak- 
ing to keep an account in the meantime. 


On Thursday evening, the 24th ult., a conversazione in 
connection with the meeting of the Incorporated Law Society 
at Manchester was held at the Owens College, and was 
attended by about 1,000 ladies and gentlemen, to whom 
special invitations had been issued. The guests included 
all the gentlemen from a distance who had been attending 
the meetings, together with the members of the Manchester 
Incorporated Law Association, and the governor, council, 
senate, and lecturers of the Owens College. All the depart- 
ments of the college were open to inspection, and there was 
in the natural philosophy rooms, an exhibition of 
philosophical iostruments ; in the library and professors’ 
common room an exhibition of rare books, &c., the property 
of the college; in the natural history room microscopes ; 
and in the arts class-rooms an exhibition of the phonograph 
and the electric phonoscope. 


On Monday, at the Central Criminal Court, upon Mr. 
Commissioner Kerr taking his seat in the grand jury room, 
the foreman of the jury who tried Thomas Jarman Brown 
on Friday (sentenced on Saturday) for perjury, handed up 
to the learned judge the following document :—“ Your 
Lordship,—As foreman of the jury sworn and empannelled 
to try Thomas Jarman Brown on an indictment for perjury, 
to whom your lordship on receiving our verdict addressed 
observations: ‘I disagree in toto with your 
verdict,’ I beg most respectfully but emphatically to protest 
against such an observation having been made before the 
prisoner and in open court, as in effect saying to the prisoner, 
*You have been tried as the law of England directs by a 
jury, and found guilty by them ; justice, however, as repre- 
sented by myself, holds you not guilty, and considers that 
the jury are either mentally incapable of forming a correct 
judgment on the evidence adduced, or are themselves 
morally guilty of the crime of which you are accused, by 
Violating their oath to deliver a true verdict according to 
the evidence given’ These are, my lord, grave charges for 
one man, however intelligent and exalted in station, to make 
against twelve presumably honest men of pois average 
intelligence, and I must again repeot my protest, as [ feel that 
it is possible that in any future oases submitted to this jury 
some may be intimidated into agreeing with your a 
Suggestions of possibilities, while it is more than probable 








subscribe myself, your lordship’s obedient humble servant, 
Uprietp Green.” The commissioner declined to receive the 
ee foreman proposed to place in his hands, and as no 
al was present, and a legal court could not, therefore, 
be constituted, he left the bench. : 








THE WINTER ASSIZES. 


In the course of his charge to the grand jury at Chester, 
Lord Justice Thesiger referred to the frequency of the 
assizes. His lordship said he, in common with others of his 
body, entertained doubts as to the wisdom of holding four 
assizes in the year; but, feeling that the institution was 
one which was likely to be permanent, he had endeavoured 
to see whether or not it was an institution that was to be 
commended and would be cheerfully adopted by the country. 
Althongh it might be said that the frequency of assizes led 
to additional expense, and although it might be suggested 
by some that they might take off from that respect and 
dignity which attached to the commission of assize of her 
Majesty, it seemed to him that a wise discretion had been 
exercised in the final decision which appeared to have been 
come to, that there should be a quarterly assize. It seemed 
to him wise for this among other reasons. For many 
years it had been considered n that there should be 
a session of the peace held quarterly, and at those sessions 
it had been the habit to try cases of lesser importance. 
That seemed to him to bring the administration of justice 
in a county to a guasi-unity and a sort of completeness, 
and if there was a quarterly session for the trial of cases of 
lesser gravity, there should be a quarterly assizs for the trial 
of cases of graver importance. If there was to be an 
autumn assize permanently, it was desirable that it should 
be in harmony with those who had to work out the change. 
If it was not to be permanent, it was essential that those 
in the position of gentlemen on the grand jury should 
discuss the matter among themselves and state their views 
upon it, so that possibly a change might be made that 
would be consonant with their own feelings. 

Lord Coleridge, at Exeter, said, that under the old system 
hardship was often ioflicted, for it happened within his 
limited experience that a man had been kept in custody from 
July to March on a charge of which he was eventually ac- 
quitted. But in making it a rule that there should be four 
assizes every year, he thought the Government had gone to 
the other extreme. Had the change been made with the ex- 
pressed sanction of Parliament his duty would have been 
silent acquiescence ; but, as matters stood, he conceived 
himself at liberty to —_ oe a appeared to 
weigh against it. e thought three assizes, at regular 
Menthe of four months, would have been sufficient. The 
fourth could only be obtained by grouping counties, and 
involved serious expense and inconvenience to jurors and 
others, in order, perhaps, to deal with a comparatively small 
number of cases. 

At Maidstone Mr. Justice Hawkins drew attention to the 
fact that for want of some re-arran, t of the sessions 80 
ag to adjust them to the winter assizes, it might happen that 
while prisoners charged with serious crimes were, 4 heres 
of winter assizes tried soon after their committal trial, 
prisoners committed for comparately trifling offences might 
nevertheless remain in gaol untried for months. The anomaly 
arose in this way, that prisoners committed for trial at the 
sessions were not tried at these assizes, and so would be left 
untried in gaol until next assizes. The learned j having 
had his attention called to the anomaly, elicited from the 
gaoler that there were other prisoners in gaol not in the 
assize calendar, and he then directed a sup) calendar 
to be prepared of these other prisoners, 0 ing that the 
practical result of their not being tried at these assizes, on 
account of their having been committed for trial at the 
sessions, was that, while serious offenders were tried speedily, 
other prisoners charged with comparatively trifling offences 
would be left in prison until January next. 

At Manchester the grand jury made the following present- 
ment :—“ The grand jary have taken into consid the 
question of the holding of three or four assizesduring the year; 
and looking at the progressive increase of the criminal and 
civil business, they are of opinion that anless many cases of 
comparatively minor importance are sent to the quarter 
sessions instead of the assizes it will be desirable to have 

four assizes in such districts as this, They are also of 





that others would, with an Koglishman's objection to 
being influenced, act in direct opposition to them.—I beg to 


opinion that a great number of the cases that come before 
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them at these assizes might, with great public advan’ 
had the lxw allowed them, have been int for trial at 


quarter sessions. They beg also to call attention to the seri- 


ous public inconvenience arising from the clashing of assizes 
with quarter sessions in this county, which has embarrassed 
the action of quarter sessions on several occasions, notably 
this week, when the criminal business of the sessions was 
not concluded at the time of the opening of the commission 
of the assizes, and the whole of the appeal cases, with one 
exception, were necessarily adjourned to the intermediate 
Sessions to be held on the 21st of November, at serious in- 
convenience and expense to the parties concerned.” 
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County Courts. 


EDMONTON. 
(Before J. D. Aspyr, Esq., Judge.) 
Oct. 30.—Childs v. Rook. 


Double value—4 Geo. 2, c. 28, s. 1—“ Wilfully holding over’’ 
—Agreement that at expiration of term tenant may hold 
premises from quarter to quarter. 

The plaintiff is a builder at Tottenham, and the defend- 
ant is a gentleman living in Northumberland-park, Totten- 
ham. The claim was for £34 2s. 6d., double value, for one 
quarter's occupation of 9, Lansdowne-road, Tottenhaw, the 
property of plaintiff. Defendant had paid £17 1s. 3d., the 
amount of one quarter's rent, and disputed his liability as 
to the remainder. 

Poncione, solicitor, appeared for the plaintiff. 

Borradaile, barrister, for the defendant. 

Plaintiff's case was that defendant entered into an agree- 
ment (which was produced) to occupy the premises for three 
years from March 25, 1875. He actually took possession in 
the middle of February, and continued in occupation 
until June 24 last. The agreement, however, expired on 
March 25. Before December defendant began to strip the 
garden of fruit and other trees, but upon plaintiff's solicitor 
communicating with him upon the subject he replaced 
them. Some were injured and others died, but no claim 
was made in respect of them. The point was mentioned, 
however, to show defendant’s intention to leave the 
premises. Shortly before Christmas Mr. Hodgkinson, a 
solicitor, called upon plaintiff on behalf of defendant, and 
asked him (plaintiff) if he would permit defendant to extend 
his occupation of the house until June 24. At the time of 
this interview defendant was building a house for himself. 
Plaintiff gave a positive refusal to permit defendant to remain 
in the house after the end of the three years expiring on 
March 25 ; but on March 23 he received a formal notice from 
defendant that he intended to quit the premises on June 24 
following. Plaintiff sent back the notice to defendant on 
the 25th of March, intimating in writing that he positively 
declined to continue him as tenant, and that unless he vacated 
the premises that day he would be held liable for all damage 
plaintiff might sustain ; and, further, that double value would 
be claimed from that date. Plaintiff swore that he had made 
arrangements to let the house to a lady at the expiration of 
defendant's term, and that he lost her as a tenant because he 
could not give her occupation. The house was afterwards 
empty for nearly three months, and he was thus deprived of 
the rent between the June and mber quarters. 

Borradaile, for the defendant, did not dispute the facts, 
bat relied upon a clause in the agreement which pro- 
vided “that at the expiration of the term of three years 
(anlees it shall have been previously determined) the 
lessee may hold the said ises from quarter to quarter, 
at the rentard subject to the terms and stipulations herein- 
before mentioned.” His client imagined he bad a right to 
remain, and double value could not be claimed where a 
tenant held over bond fide, even if he had made a mistake. 

His Howovr heli that the proviso in the agreement only 
related to a new arrangement, which could not be com- 
menced until after the orizinsl term bad expired, and not 
then except by « mutual understending. As to bora fides, 
the point did not arise, because defendant had received 
distinct notice that he was required to leave at the end of 
three years. It did not, however, suit him to do so, and his 
continuance of oceupstion, therefore, did not amount to a 
real genuine ides that he bad a right to remain, 











— 
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Borradaile said the Act only applied to “wilful” holding 


over. 
*. His Honour —_ the course pursued by the defend. 
ant amounted to wilfully holding over. , 

Borradaile claimed the right to go to the jury on that 
point. 


found for the plaintiff. 
Judgment was so entered, with costs. 





Court Papers. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 


Rota oF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Court of Masrae or TH8 

Date. APPEAL. Rotts. V.C. Mauuns, 
Saturday, Nov. 2Mr. Koe Mr. Leach Mr. Holdship 
Monday ...... 4 Latham Milne Pemberton 
Tuesday ...... 5 Leach Merivale Ward 
Wednesday.... 6 Latham Milne Pemberton 
Thursday .... 7 Leach Merivale Ward 
Friday....... - 8 Latham Milne Pemberton 

V.0.Bacox, V.0.Hars, = Mr Justios 

Saturday, Nov. 2Mr. Milne Mr. PembertonMr King 
Monday...... 4 King Clowes Teesdale 
Tuesday ...... 5 = Farrer Koe Holdship 
Wednesday.... 6 King Clowes Teesdale 
Thursday .... 7 Farrer Kove Holdship 
Friday ........ 8 King Clowes Teesdale 





COURT OF APPEAL. 

List oF APPEALS FoR MICHAELMAS SITTINGs, 1578. 
APPEALS FROM THE CHANCERY DIVISION. 
For Hearing. 

(Remanets.) 

1878, 

In re Agar-Ellis, infants Agar-Ellis v Lascelles app of Mrs. 
Agar-Ellis VCM = pthd 

Thomas v Atherton app of plt VC B—Mar6 

Flower v _— app of defts VC B—Mar 20 

Tildesley v Harper app of deft Anderson Fry, J—Mar 22 

Faithfull v Ewen epp of plts M R—Mar 25 

Pocock v The Grand Junction Canal Proprietors app of defts 
V C H—Mar 27 

Krehl v Burrell app of deft M R—April 2 

Blake v Allfrey app of plt VC M—April 10 

Sheffield v Eden app of plt Fry, J—April 10 

pean v The Biphospated Guano Co app of plt Fry J 
—April 11 

Tippett v Spiegel app of plts Fry, J—April 11 

Watson v well app of deft VC M—April 12 

White v White app of J D Carmichael V C B—April 12 

In re The Neath & Brecon Ry Co app of J J Williams & ors 
VC M—April 15 

Tunstall v Close app of plts Fry, J—April 15 

In re Skinner, deceased, Skinner-v Smith app of deceit Chas 
Smith VC B—April 18 

Curteis v Wormald appof pli MR—April18 

Lowe v Lowe app of pit VC B—April 30 

a v Great Eastern Ry Co appof deftCo MR 


In re The Gold Colimd app of theCo VC M—May 4 

Pryor vy Wilson “pp of pit M R—May 4 

The Nant y Glo & Blaina Iron Works Co limd v Grave app 
of deft VC B—May8 (S O for security) 

Hart v Sharpe app of deft VC H—May 10 

Lewis v Boetefeur app of deft VC B—May 15 

Child v Stenning app of deft Wagner Fry, J—May 22 

Blount vy Mann app of deft V C B--May 27 (8 O for necurity) 

In re Davidson, decd Martin v Trimmer Davidsen v ‘Trimmer 
app of plts VC H—May 27 

Butterfield v Swire app of pit M R—May 30 

In re Ford & Hil! (Vendor and Purchaser) spp of Ford and 
anr VC H—June4 

In re Leach, decd Leach v Leach app of defts V C M— 
June 4 (8 O) 

Chuttock vy Muller app of deft VC M—Jone7 

Samuel v Samuel a Bey M R—June 7 

In re The London and Caledonisn, &c,, Insurance Co app of 
petitioner M R—Jupe 14 

Gilbert v Smith app of pls VC M—June 14 















His Honour assented, and put the case to them. They 
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A nt 
g Co limd app of James 
‘Weston from Vice- Warden of the Stannaries—June 
of John Little from same order of 
puktne'v Vout vf st eiaaee an = plt VCH—J 
v Vestry app oO! une 
“ 90 (8 O for security) . 
Yarmouth Corporation vSimmons appof defts Fry, J—June 
21 
Dunean, Fox. & Co v North & Sonth Wales Bank “PP of defts 
Balfour, Wi & be a Vice-Chancellor of County 
une 


lv Bower app of plt Fry, J—June 27 
Hengler v Myers app of deft % 2 une 28 
Robotham v Dunnett app of plt CM—June 28 
in re Harker, decd, Goodbarne v Fothergill app of deft 

VC B—June 28 


Taunton v Morris app of D Stewart (having liberty to attend) 
Y C M—June 28 
[ee Conservancy Board v Button gpp of deft VC M—June 


29 
Inre Brick & Stone Co app of petnrs MR—July 1 
Sturges v Bridgman app of deft MR—July 1 
Inre Alven, decd, Burrowes v Lo app of Hall & anr 
‘(having liberty to attend) MR—July 1 
Steuart v Gladstone app of defts Fry, J—July 2 
Hodson v Houfe app of deft V C B—July 2 
Kusel v Watson app of deft VC B—July 5 
mn Mabel E. Besant, an infant app of Annie Besant MR 
—Jwy 
Inre Moseley app of petnr Henry Pearks—MR—July 12 
Cracknall v Janson appofplts Fry, J—July 15 
Tobin v Harding app of plt V C B—July 16 
-Gen v The Swansea Improvement, &c, Co app of 
defts VC H—July 16 
Lomax v Lomax app of defts MR—July 18 
Lake v South Kensington Hotel app of plt Fry, J—July 23 
Inre Edwards app of J. S. Edwards V C H—July 29 
Sander v Manley & Rogers opp of defts VC H—July 29 
Mirehouse v Barnett app of deft Bell MR—July 30 
se v Bristol Corporation app of plt Fry, J—Aug 1 
‘ ae Madeira & Mamore Ry Co app of defts VC B— 
ug 
Brown v Henty app of defts VC H—Aug3 
Ramwell v France app of plt from V.C. of County Palatine of 
Lancaster—Aug 5 
“— ene, &e, Co v Kenyon app of defts Fry, J— 


ug 
In re Maxwell, decd Maxwell v Cartwright app of defts 
VC H—Aug 7 
Bestv Hamand app of deft VC H—Aug7 
Carver v Bowker app of deft R. C. Bowker from V.C. of 


County Palatine of caster—Aug 9 
Holland v Poppleton ap of plt VC B—Aug 9 
Ralph v Carrick app of deft Meliar V C H—Aug 16 
dare Trusts of Willeon’s 


Marriage Settlement app of J. W. 

Culling VC H—Aug 19 

Allen v Seckham app of deft V C H—Aug 19 

In re Westbourne Grove Drapery, &c,Co app of Henry Mann 
&ors V C B—Aug 22 

ery The Heston & Isleworth Local Board app of defts 
vec Se 


—Sep 17 
Harris v Gamble app of defts The Real Property Trust, limd 
Pact 

‘Gee v Mah app of deft Gee & ors VC H—Oct 25 
In re Nightingale, decd Pike v Hobbs app of deft Baker 
VC B—Oct 25 


From Orders made on Interlocutory Motions in the 
* Chancery Division. 


1878 


in re > Aametalien of Land Financiers limd app of Cree & 


ors 
Charlton v Charlton Inre Charlton, decd Dodds v Charlton 
‘app of pits in Ist action VC M—Jane 27 (S O) 
Inre The Florence Land & Public Works Co, limd app of 
Maria Moore & ors VC ry be 
v Ellis app of pit. VC H—July 12 (8 0) 
wird v Thompson ap of aft one a uly 20 
ery app of plt u 
Brown v Port pd of deft MR—July Ye 
In re Leaititier . vey, solicitors app of John Patterson 
et v ‘Toyal Netherlands Steam, &c, Co app of pits 


ug 
On James Cowley, the elder, Jackson v Cowley app of plt 
—~ Aug 
av Murrieta two apps of Manuel Antonio Concha & 
wife V C B—Aug 9 
In re Grice & Derry (Venter and Purchaser) app of Grice & 
ore from refusal of V.C, Hall Aug 10 
Fux v Cumming app of deft VC H—Aug 14 








Gladstone vy Gladstone app of Edward Gladstone VC H— 


‘Aiig 16 
Ta r8The Hall & County Bank app of the Bank MR—Aug 


Sutcliffe v James app of deft James VC H—Aug 20 

In re Rosing pp © the Cutler’s Co V C B—Aug 22 

In re Evered’s Marriage Settlement app of the Great Western 
Ry Co VC M—Aug 27 i 

Simpson v Bell app of defts MR—Aug 27 

In re The pate, Yarmouth, & Newport Ry Bill app of 
petnrs — Aug 

In re Wm Gardner, decd Lines v Gardner app of Frances E. 
Gardner (claimant) VC B—Sep 10 

In. re Edward Humphreys, 4 solicitor ty Montague J. 
Turner & anr from Mr Justice ager | —Sep 17 

Harris v Gamble app of defts The Property Trust, limd 
from Mr Justice Manisty V C H—Sep 30 

ae v Lee app of deft Thos. Lee from Sir Henry Hawkins 


Oct 1 
In re Ivory, decd Hankin v Turner app of-.plt from Mr 
Justice Lush VC H—Oct 25 


FROM THE QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION. 
For Judgment. 
Angus & Co v Dalton app of plts (c a v May 23—> resent 
Lords Justices Brett, Cotton, and Thesiger) “ 
Fleming v The Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincolnshire Ry Co 
app of defts (ca v June 26—present Lords Justices Bag Y> 
ramwell, and Thesiger) 
Collin v Nicholson & Sons app of pit (c a v June 28—present 
Lords Justices Baggallay, Brett, and Thesiger) 


. For Hearing. 
Remanets. 
1878. 
Willson v Newman app of plt from order of Justices Mellor 
and Lush for new trial—May 4 
Cay the Younger & ors v Volkart app of plt from judgt on fur 
conson after special jury trial.at Newcastle before Baron 
Pollock—May 11 
Fowler v Knoop app of deft from judgt on fur conson after 
_— jury trial in London before Mr. Justice Field—May 


The Sheffield Wagon Co limd v Stratton & ors app of pit from 
judgt on fur conson after special jury trial at York before 
aron Pollock—May 16 
The Ecclesiastical Commissioners for England v Rowe app of 
doft from judgt on fur conson after trial without a jury at 
Mold before Mr Justice Mellor—May 22 
Drew v Nunn order nisi for new trial granted May 23 by 
Lords Justices Brett, Cotton, and Thesiger—May 23 
Borrowman, Phillips & Co v Free & Hollis app of pits from 
judgment at special jury trial before Mr Justice Seutie— 
une 4 


} Bond v Green app of plt from judgt on fur conson after com- 


mon jury trial before Mr Justice Lopese—June 5 

In re an Arbitration between G P Bidder & ors and the North 
Staffordsbire Railway Co 2pp of the Railway Co from judgt 
of L C J of England and Mr Justice Mellor on special case— 
June 7 

Nutter, widow v The Accrington Local Board of Health app 
of pit from judgt of L C J of England and Mr Justice Melior 
on special une li : 

Griffiths v Bramley, Moore & ors app of defts from judgt at 
special jury trial before Mr Justice Denman—June 14 

Coverdale v Charlton app of deft from judgment of L C J of 
England and Justices Mellor and Field on special case—June 
14 (S O for security) 


New oo ’ 
Lady Willoughby de Eresby v Evans app of pit from jadgt 
at special jury trial before Mr. Justice Mellor at Chester— 
June 17 


Norburn v Gregory app of deft from order of L C J of Eng- 
land and Mr. Justice Mellor for new trial—June 19 

Bridgman & anr, exors v Gover order nisi for new trial granted 
April ag Lords Justices Bramwell, Baggallay, and Thesiger 
—June 

Blount v Harris app of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Field 
on fur conson after trial in Middlesex without a jury—Jane 


of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Manisty 

in London—July 4 

The Hydraulic Engineering Co, limd v MoHaffie, Goslett, & 
Co app of deft judgt of Mr Justice Field after trial in 
Middlesex without a j uly 12 

Lawson v The Positive Government Security Life Assurance 
Co, limd app of defts from judgt on fur conson of Baron 
Pollock aftee erial in London—July 12 

Kneale v Christian order niai for new trial granted July 17 by 
Master of Rolle and Lords Justices Brett { Cotton—July 23 

Jameson & Co v The Brick & Stone Co, limd app of defts from 
judgt of Lord Justice at special jury trial at New- 


Upon 


25 
Shearer v Burnell a 
on fur cons after 
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In re Castle, gent, one, &c app of George Castle from 
order of Lord Chief Baron and Mr Justice Mellor dismissing 
order of Mr Justice Lopes—Jaly 26 

Elmslie & ors vy Cerrie app of pit from judgt of Lord Coleridge 
at common jury trial in Middlesex—July 30 

Thacker v Hardy app of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Lindley 
at trial in London with a jury—A ; 

In re a Musical Composition called hleen Mavourneen and 
Dermot Astore app of F C Crouch from judgt of L.C Baron 

Jaousea Wine Waame Co "erp of Sette judgt of Mr 
obnson v Wi agon Co app 0! rom ti) 

Jost ¢e Dennen at special jury trial at Lancaster—Aug 24 

Martin v Mackonochie, clerk app of Lord Penzance from judgt 
of L C J of England and Mr Justice Mellor—Mr Justice Lush 
diss—Aug 28 Martin v Mackonochie, clerk app of James 
Martia from same judgt~Aug 28 


FROM THE COMMON PLEAS DIVISION. 


For Hearing. 
Remavets. 


1876. 
Mayor, &c, of London v London Joint Stock Bank app of deft 
from Lord Coleridge Grant & anr v The Banque Franco- 
Egyptienne & anr app of a from judgt on demrs 


Higgs v The Wimbledon Local Board app of defts from judgt 
at trial before Baron Huddleston—May 6 

Plummer v Price app of plt from Lord Coleridge & Mr Justice 
Denman—May 6 

Swift v Nonn rule nisi for new trial granted May 13 by Lords 
Justices Brett, Cotton, & Thesiger—May 23 

Goddard v Robinson & anr_ rule nisi for new trial granted May 
18 by Lords Justices Brett, Cotton, & Thesiger—May 24 

Robert:, Williams & Co v The Liverpool Alliance Land Co, limd 
app of defts from judgt of Justices Denman & Lopes on sp c 
—May 30 

Bryant v Lefever & anr app of defts from judgt at trial before 
Lord Coleridge—May 30 

Entwistle v Hodgkinson app of deft from judgt after trial be- 
fore Mr Justice Denman—June 3 

Lamare v The London & St Katharine Docks Co app of defts 
from new trial rule granted by Lord Coleridge and Mr Justice 
Lopes—June 3 

New Appeals. 

Irvine v Warns app of deft from judgt of Baron Cleasby at 
trisl—June 15 

Button v O'Neill app of plt from new trial rule discharged by 
Lord Coleridge & Mr. Justice Lopes—June 27 

Reuter, Hufelend, & Cov Sala & Co app of plts from judgt 
of Lord Coleridge after trial without a jury—July 8 

Stoneham v Davies and ors app of Mary R. Davies & anr from 
jodgt of Mr. Justice Denman at trial—July 8 

Wilkinson v Calvert app of deft from judgt of Lord Coleridge 
on demr—July 10 

Hutton v The Panty-y-Mwyn Lead Mining Co app of defts 
from’new trial rule discharged by Lord Coleridge and Justices 
Grove and Lindley—July 10 

Button v Foster app of pit from judgt of Lord Coleridge and 
Mr Justice Lopes on special case—J uly 10 

Button v Aves app of plt from judgt of Lord Coleridge and 
Mr Justice J.opes on special case—July 10 

Woodward v Berdall app of deft from judgt of Mr Justice 
Lindley on 2 July 1878 after trial before L J Amphlett on 5 
March, 1877—July 11 

Hayo, Roman & Co v Culliford & anr app of defts from judgt 
of Mr. Justice Denman after trial—July 11 

Lees v Malins & ors app of plt from judgt of Lord Coleridge 
and Mr Justice Lopes on demr—July 13 

Walter & anr v Balfour & ors app of plts from new trial rule 
granted by Lord Coleridge and Mr Justice Denman—July 16 

Mull v Cook & anr app of plt from rule absolute to set aside 
vesdict by Lord Coleridge and Mr Justice Lopes—July 19 

Mull v Merchant & ors app of plt from rule absolute to set 
site verdict by Lord Coleridge and Mr Justice Lopes—July 


Foster v Wright spp of deft from judgt of Lord Coleridge and 
Mr Justice Sade en capta—Jale $6 

The London, Brighton, Ry Co v Watson app of plt from 
Lord Coleridge and Mr Justice Lopes—Sept 1 


FROM THE EXCHEQUER DIVISION. 
For Judgment. 
Stevenson v Taylor app of deft from judgt at trial before Mr 
Justice Lopes (ca vy June 21—present Lords Justices Baggal- 
lay, Bramwell, and Thesiger) 


For Hearing. 
Remanets. 


1877. 

Davies & ors v Felix & ors app of defts from judgt at trial 
before Lord Justice Bramwell—Jan 8 

The Wrexham, Mold & Connahs Qusy Ry Co v The Little 





Mountain Coal, Iron & Clay Co limd app of defts from jndgt 
$ — before Mr Justice Denman (S O till secarity given)—. 
an 

Fairclough v Marshall app of plt from judgt at trial before, 

Mr Justice — 8 , 
Straker & ors y Kidd & Co app of defts from judgt at trial 

before Mr Justice Lush—Mar 27 . 

hoff & anr y Froehlich app of plts from judgt at triay 
before Mr Justice Denman—April 24 


1878. 

Daunton v Deacon & anr app of plt from judgt at trial before. 
Sir J F Stephen, pipe ga) 25 

Davies v McVeagh app of plt from judgt at trial before Lord 
Justice Brett—April 26 

Hunt v The Wimbledon Local Board app of plt from judgt at: 
trial before Mr Justice Lindley—May 2 

Spackman & Wifev Gibney app of deft from judgt at trial be- 
fore Mr Justice Grove—May 7 

Lysaght v Pearson app of deft from judgt at trial before Sir J 
F Stephen, Q C—May 9 

Ayres v The Fulham District Board of Works “pp of deft from 
order for new trial discharged by L C Baron and Baron Pol- 
lock—May 20 

Girdlestone V The Brighton Aquarium Co app of defts from 
order for new trial discharged by L C Baron and Barons: 
Cleasby and Pollock—May 22 : 

Payne v Burgess app of defts from judgt at trial before Mr 
Justice Mellor— May 

Postlethwaite v Freeland app of plt from order of L C Baron 
and Mr Justice Hawkins discharging order for new trial~ 
June 1 

Attenborough v North Eastern Ry Co_ app of deft from judgt. 
at trial before Mr Justice Manisty—June 3 

Brittain v Rossiter order nisi for new trial granted by Lords 
Justices Brett, Cotton, and Thesiger—June 3 

Shackle v Unwin app of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Den- 
man—June 4 

Serff v Vestry of Chelsea app of plt from order of Baron Pol-: 
lock discharging rule for new trial (S O for security) —June 7 

Britton v Potter app of plt from L C Baron and Mr Justice 
Hawkins making rule absolute for new trial—June 7 


New Appeals. 
Evans & Wife v Great Western Ry Co app from L C Baron 
and Baron Cleasby discharging rule for new trial—June 16 
Orme v Shipton app of plt trom judgt at trial before Lord 
Justice Bramwell—June 25 Orme v Shipton argument of 
rule nisi for new trial granted by Court of Appeal 

Gardner v Harris app of deft from judgt at trial before Mr 
Justice Manisty—June 

Ellis & anc v Mayor, &e, of Aberystwith app of plts fromorder 
of L honey and Baron Cleasby discharging rule for new 
trial—July 

Harris & anr v Mobbs app of deft from judgt at trial before 
Mr Justice Denman—Jaly 2 

Lougher v Ablart app of plt from judgt at trial before Mr 
Justice Lush—July 3 

Harrington v Marshall & anr app of plt from judgt at trial 
before Mr Justice Manisty—July 3 

Thomas v Harrison & anr app of plt from judgt at trial be~ 
fore Mr Justice Lopes—July 10 

Lee & anr v Osborne app of deft from judgt at trial before Mr 
Justice Mellor—July 18 

Swaby v Stephenson app of plt from judgt at trial before Mr 
Justice Lush—Aug 8 

Hollingsworth v Wright app of deft from judgt at trial before 
Mr Justice Mellor—Aug 13 

Fish & ors v Hudson app of deft from Baron Pollock and Mr 
Justice Field—Aug 2» : 

From Orders made on Interlocutory Motions in the Common 


Law Divisions. 
878 


1878. 

Hunt v City of London Real Property Co (Q B Div for V © 
Hall) app of defts from L C J of England and Justices 
Mellor and Lush di ing rule nisi—May 27 

Sparrow v Hill & anr (Q B Div) app of pit from L CJof 
England and Mr Justice Mellor for new June 14 

The Amazon Tug & Lighterage Co limdv P H Laing (C P 
Div) appl of deft from Lord Coleridge and Justices Grove and 
Lindley—July 16 

Crowle extrx &c v Russell and anr (C P _ appl of pltff from 
Mr Justice Mellor & Baron Huddleston— | 26 

us Spanier v Marchant (Q B Div) appl of pltff from Mr 
ustice Mellor & Baron Huddleston—Aug 7 
Michael Spanier v Marchant (Q B Div) app! of pltff from Mr 
' Justice bey ad and a oe be (0 B Bi) ot War 
n re George Joseph Simpson one &c Vv “ppl P 
Boyd from Mr. Justice Mellor and Baron Huddleston— 


Aug 7 
rope: ae (C P Bipegehetety Son Bemm Huddle~ 
& Mr Justice Field on July 22—Aug 8 
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Gallatti v Wakefield (Exch Div) appl of deft from order of L C 
Baron & Mr Justice Mellor—Aug 6 
v al Exchange Assurance (Ex _ appl of pltff 
from order of Mr Justice Mellor & Baron Hud on eg! 12 
‘Foulkes v M District Ry Co (C P Div) appl of defts 
from order of Mr Justice Mellor & Baron Huddleston—Aug 15 
Taylor v Batten Q B Div) appl of pltff from refusal at chambers 
of Baron Hudileston—Aug 20 
‘Stahlschmidt v Walford (Q B Div) appl of pltff from LC J of 
England & Justice Mellor (court divd)—Sept 6 


‘FROM THE PROBATE, DIVORCE, AND ADMIRALTY 
DIVISION. 


For Judgment 
Divorce. 
Caroline P. Niboyet v Jean Alex. P. ey = app of petar 
from order of Sir R J Phillimore (c a v July 19—present 
Lords Justices James, Brett, and Cotton) 


For Hearing. 
New Appeals. 


1878, 

‘Ship Lauretta (Liverpool PrincipaY Registry) The Inman 
Steam Ship Co limd v the Owners of vy appl of 
pliffs from judgt of Sir R J Phillimore (with Nautical 
Assessors) —June 18 

Ship Harry S Edwards 1876—S—498 Symington & ors v The 

wners of the Harry S Edwards and Freight appl of defts 
from a of Sir R J Phillimore (with Nautical Assessors) — 


une 

Ship Condor 1878—P—16 Perkins & Homer v The Owners of 
the Condor and Freight appl of defts from judgt of Sir R J 
Phillimore (with Nautical Assessors)—July 3 

Sbip Fusi Yama 1877;—N—14 North German Lloyds Owners 

the Mowe & ors v The Owners of the Fusi Yama and 

Freight appl of defts from judgt of Sir R J Phillimore (with 
Nautical Axsessors)—July 3 

Ship Xema 1878—A—64 Austro-Hungarian Steam Navigation 
Cov The Owners of the Xema appl of pltffs from judgt of 
Sir R J Phillimore (with Nautical Assessors) —July 9 

Ship Andalusian (Liverpool D R) Lowden, Edgar & Co & ors v 
Leyland & ors app! of defts from judgt of Sir R J . Phillimore 
dated Aug 7 (with Nautical Assessors)—July 20 

Ship Cingalese 1873—O—47 The Owners of the Elizabeth 
Anne & ors v The Owners of the Cingalese and Freight appl 
of pltffs from judgt of Sir R J Phillimore (with Nautical 
Assessors)— July 22 

en (Liverpool D R) Leyland & ors v Lowden, 

dgar & ors app of pit from judgt of Sir R J Phillimore, dated 

July 30—Aug 3 

Ship Emma ‘The Owners of the Maggie L Carvill v The 
Owners of the Emma app of plt from judgt of Sir R J 
Pnillimore (with Nautical Assessors)—Aug 6 


ay. Mississippi, 1870—O~—625 The Owners of the Barque 
a 


lypso v The Owners of the Steamship Mississippi app of 
defis from judgt of Sir R C Phillimore (with Nautical Asses- 
sors)—Aug 23 

Ships — and Merlin (consolidated actions) The General 

avigation Co v The Owners of the Steamship Utopia 

The Owners of the Steamship Utopia v The Owners of the 

Steamship Merlin and Breigtt app of plts from judgt of Sir 
R J Phillimore (with Nautical Assessors) —Sep 3 


FROM THE LONDON BANKRUPTCY COURT. 


Ex parte Baum 

Ex parte Baum 

Ex parte Brown 

Ex parte Bainbridge 

Ex parte Learoyd 

— Joiat Stock Discount 


In re Vanghan 
Tn re Foulds 
In re Benjamin 


0 

Ex parte Anderson 

Ex parte Odell 

Ex parte Buffen 

Ex parte Danton 

Ex parte Thornton 

Ex parte Hattie 

Ex parte National Guardian 
Association Co 

Ex parte Musgrave 

Ex parte Greaner 

re Fenton Ex parte Lithgon 
re Pilling Ex parte Dumoulin 

Tn re Treland Ex parte Jutson 

ton Ex parte Sir L & W Jarois 


In re Anderson 
In re Walden 


In re Thornton 
In re Wood 
In re Francis 


In re Wood 
In re Whith 


Ex parte 
Ex parte 
parte Rohman 
Ex parte Sheriff of Middlesex 
Ex parte Sheffield 





In re Austin 
In re Austin 


Ex parte Sheffield : 
Ex parte Sheffield’ 


N.B.—The above list contains Appeals set down to Saturday, 
Oct 26th, inclusive. 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE—CHANC ERY DIVISION. 
List oF Causes FoR MicHAELmas Srrtincs, 1878. 
Before the MasTER OF THE ROLLS. 

Causes for Trial (with Witnesses). 


Chilton v Mayor, &c, of 
London act 

The Mayor, &c, of London v 
i act 


Chilton 

White v Earl of Hardwicke 
act 

Appleton v Mayor, &c, of 

jolton act 

Barbour v Bolckow act 

Swann v Bennett act 

Williams v Jones act (cross- 
exmn on affits) 

ee ne 
rapper Vv er ting 
Rink Co act 

Lovejoy v Currey act 

The Companhia Telegraphica, 
&c v Grant act 

Fowler v Burke act 

Ranelagh v Garrold act 

Thomson v Fonnereau act 

Cox v Shoolbred act 

In re E Morel, decd, Morel v 
Hawtrey act 


In re H Morel, decd, Morel v 
Watson act 

Scholes v Royle act 

Neeld v Neeld act 

Grant v The Illincis Midland 
Ry Co act 

Steele v Hutchings act 

Revell v Revell act 

Powell v Burney act 

Venables v Burney act 

Dixon v Dimsdale act & min 
for judgt 

Chilton v Burney act 

Powell v Kindon act (cros3- 
examn on affidavits) 

The Whitehall Colltery Co v 
Mobberley act 

Martell v Groome act 

The Retford Wagon Co v 
Armstrong aet & m j 

Nicholson v Haslegrave act 

Beane v Beane act 

Malliner v The Midland Ry 
Co act 


Further Considerations. 


Bahre v Marrietta fc 

In re Walton, decd Leask v 
Walton fc 

Medcalfe v Latham fo 

Finney v Grice fe 

Poirez v Jefferies fc 

Spearing v Abbott fc 


Haslegrave v Goodliffe fe 
Euro Assnrance Society v 
Warbrick fe F 

Miller v Brown fc 

Law v Dobson fe 

In re Conway, decd Conway 
v Conway fc 


Demurrers. 


Barnesley v Collins demr to 
part of statement of claim 
The Grand Junction Canal Co 

v The Tring Local Board 


demr to statement of cliim 

Besant v Wood demr to deft 
Annie Besant to statement of 
claim 


Causes for trial without witnesses) . 


St Bartholemew Hospital v 
Phillips m for decree pt hd 

In re Darby, decd Homfray v 
Darby act pt hd 

Jones v Griffiths c 

Till v Barrow act 

Furneaux v Pettigrew act 

Davey v Thornber act 

Emma Silver Mining Co v 
Grant act 

In re Mortimer, decd Ley- 
cester v Leycester m for 
judgt 

Foster v Baker act 

Taylor v Barlow m for judgt 

Harvey v Daly spc 

Whitehead v Lee’s Estate Co 
m for judgt 

Matthews v Waller 
for judgt 

Atkinson v Dixon act 

The General Finance Mortgage 
Co v The Liberator &c. 
Benefit Building Society 


spc 

Caldclaugh v Tiplady Tiplad 
v Caldclaugh * 4 = 

Fryer v Fryer mtn for judgt 
Nov9 

Angerstein v Angerstein mtn 
for judgt 

In re Ridge decd Hacket v 
Bright act 

In re Low decd Gordon v 
Scott act & m for judgt 

Huskisson v Martin act 

Barnett v Griffiths spc 

In re Saunders, decd Petanov 
Kingston wm for j 


act & m 


Hedgeock v Slaughter action 
(Brigkton D. R.) 

Sharp v Sharp spc 

In re Jencks decd Sturt v 
Jencks act 

Somerset v Marquis of Worces- 
ter act Nov9 

Clarke v Pollen act 

Edwards v Rhodes act 

Harvey v Gardner m for j 

Emanuel v Solomon action 

‘ Cotes) F 
urgett v Bagley act 

In re Richardson deci Rich- 
ardson v Atkinson act 

In re Wagstaffe decd Best v 
Best apc 

Smith v Butcher m for j 

In re Crosfield decd Kurtzv 
Crosfield fur con (<bort) 

Bewsher v Ambrose spc 

Kurel v Timperly act (Liver- 
pol DR 

Leonino v Leonino amended 


spc 
In re Broadhead, decd Swin- 
burno v Anderson m for 


judgt 
Batterbee v Pilbrow m for 


judgt 

Attorney-Gen v Brecon Cor- 
poration act 

In re Huckvale, decd Westfield 
v Kimber spc 

Swiney v Keanard questions 
of law for trial 

In re Shears, decd Clarks v 
Shears act and m for judgt 
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In re Brand, decd Piper v 
Kirby m for judgt (short) 
Dodds v Fletcher m for judgt 
(short) 

= v bon orbes act 
irmingham Corporation v 
Harborne Ry Co m for jadgt 

In re Belemore, decd Wood- 
gate v Belemore act 

In re Dickin, decd Sichel v 
Dickin m for judgt (short) 

In re Lindley, decd Lindley 
v Knott m for judgt 


Gloucestershire Banking Co v 
Freeman act . 

James v James m for judgt 

Rumer (in forma pauperis) v 
Carver act ; 

Kerrick v Steuart m for judgt 
(short) 

Baldry v Leslie m for judgt 

Murray v Clarke act 

Howe v Venn act and m for 
judgt 


Before the Vice-Chancellor Sir RicHarD MALINS. 
Causes for trial. 


Noyes v Crawley demr 

Day v Brownrigg demr 

Wright v Barnett c (Nov 19) 

ves v Lewis c wits 

Northampton Coal Cov Mid- 
land Wagon Co act wits 

Jenney v Bell act wits 

In re Aston, decd Hughes v 
Aston act Nottingham D R 

Foley v Vizard act 

Eaton v Eaton m judgt 

Milne v Taylor spc 

Weldon v Dicks act 

De Bolla v Teape act wits 

Thorley’s Food for Cattle v 
Massan act (not to come on 
till ordered) 

Farrar (Nevil fc & sums to 
vary (Nov 11) 

Wilson v De Coulon act 

Fraser v Smith act, wits 

Minton, Hollins & Co v Camp- 
bell & Co and Minton & Co 

Borille ¥ Coo for judgt 

v Cooper m for j 

In re Brown decd Lawley v 

a act (not before Nov 


Lord Lovat v Leslie spc 

Riddell v Dodds act wits 

Tamplin v James act wits 

Lesy v Darnton act wits 

In re Teall, decd French v 
Andrews act & mtn forjdgt 
wits 

Oliver v Oliver act wits 

Garbutt v Watson act wits 

Hamilton v Hamilton act wits 

Davies v Phillips act wits 

West v Davies act 

Nicholson v Vestry of Mile End 
Old Town act wits 

Small v Chamberlain Chamber- 
Isin v Small. act wits 

Thomson Wylie & Co v Saxby 

its 


act wi 
Massam v Thorley’s Cattle 
Food Co mfj 
Norton v Mansel act wits 
Hawksworth v British Land 
Colimd a&mfj 
Keel v Wade fe 
Sherwen v Selkirk fe 
Etough v Butt fc 
Hawkios v Johnson act 
Elliott v Elliott act 


ge Sige v Bishop of St 
David's fc 


Owen v Nicholson act 
Van Cleef v Pool act wits 


Suse v Schultz f c sums to 
vary 
Perrier v Ferrier acts 


May v May fe 

Dollman v Jones act 

Bunbury v Gardner act, wits 

De Rosaz v Rose act 

Singleton v Bradford Corpor- 
ation act, wits 

Bingham v Bingham feo 

Fothergill v Hankey act (jury 
trial at deft’s instance) 

Dresser v Gleadow fc and 


pet 
Vernon v Vestry of St. James’ 
act, wits 
Broad vy Chapman fe restored 
Jones v Abraham act 
Hodgett v Smith act, wits 
In re Nicholson v Nicholson 
act Dobson v_ Nicholson 


act 
In re Laurence, decd v Wayth 
act and m for judgt, wits 
Bertram v Wayth act and 
m for judgt, wits 
Bell v Dent fe 
Prosser v Ewin act, pt hd 
- oe 19, by bape 
v Board of ent 
of West London iad 
In re Moseley Merrill v 
Merrill fc 
Sutcliffe v Sutcliffe fc 
Cope v Bennett act 
Morton v Warren fc 
Molineaux v Asquith act 
Markham v Clarke f c (short) 
Hippisley v Taddy act wits 
Fortescue v Fo act & 


m judgt 

Taylor v Trudd act 

In re Turner, decd Maberly 
v Blaydes act 

Gilbertson v Edwards mjudgt 


1a teen 

re Arci decd Ta; 

v Nicholls f¢ wr 
Tyas v Tees Conservancy 
Comrs act 

Jordan v Young act 

se v Achgetis fc 


short) 
In re Ashworth, decd Taylor 
vTaylor spc 


v Hartridge act 
Cavev ir act “ 


Lang v Seaton act 

Dods v Dods m judgt 

De Bergne v De Bergne act 

Kinnersley v Kinnersley f 

Horsfel! v Horsfall act wits 

In re Gardner, decd Mein v 
Gardner f 


c 
Seed v Brierley m judgt Man- 
chester DE. Hie 





Wingrove v Thompson act 


In re Young’s Estate Hillier . 


vClarke fo 
In re Williams, decd Gibbes 
vMaund fe (short) 


Whitehead v Hartley act for- 
trial & mj 

Aldridge v fe 

Brown v Ferry mj 

Partridge v Baylis fc 


Before the Vice-Chancellor Sir James Bacon. 
Causes for trial. 


Bradbury v Lamb _c wits 
Comfort v Brown spc 


| Rolls v Usaacs act 


The Aberberg Colliery, limd v 
Pen y Van Colliery Co act 
1) 


(s 

Mills v Jennings act 

Hesketh v The Bolton Guar- 
dians act 

Attorney-Gen v Hill c wits 
(aot before Nov 15 

Bagot v Easton v 
Bagot act (S O) 

Ball v Roche act wits (M R) 

Woodwards v Lombard Bank 
id a wits (M R) 

Liantwitt &c v Bridell act 


wits 

Llantwitt &¢ Co v Bridell act 
- (trans from Ex Div)—(M R) 
Adair v Young act wits (M R) 
Sansom v Brook act wits 

(M R) 
North & South Woolwich 
Subway Cov Pym act wits 

MR 


Salaman v Barnes act (M R) 
Milvain v Milvain act wits 
(M R) 


Ellison vy Mercer act wits 
M R) 


Sear y Nunn act (MR) 

Wheeldon v Burrows act 
(M R) 

Anderson v Bank of British 
Columbia act wits (M R) 

Lewis v Price act wits 

In re Smith Matthews y 
Matthews fc (short) 

Venot v Warrington act 


wits 

King v Cocke fc & sumns to 
vary 

Graham v Jones act wits 

Sutor v Collins act 

Searle v Sanford f c & smng 
to vary 

Wilcox v Watson act 

Whitehead v Ogden act (Man- 
chester D R) 

Halliday v Halliday act &m 
j wits 

The London Syndicate limd y 
Lord fo 

Kinnaird v Webster act 

Bray v Stevens fo 

In re Mary Hammant, decd 
Lett v Hammant m j 


In re Smith, decd Hill v 
Abbotts fc & smns to vary 


Before the Vice-Chancellor Sir CuARLES HALL. 
Causes for trial. 


Republic of Peru v Ruzo m 
for decree (not before Nov 
10 

amis v Malet c wits 

Clements v Norris act 

Prothero v Fox c Jones v 
Prothero act 

Parsons v Harris act & sumns‘ 

In re Hall, decd Cadle v 
Gough act 

Bridges v Bridges act wits 

Fox v Foster acts wits 

Bowly v Edmonds act wits 

Nash v Billingham act 

Thomas v Hastelow acts 

Binney v Lincoln act wits 

In re Webb, decd Webb v 
Webb act 

Complin v Hudson act with 


wits 

In re Brogden, decd Budgett 
v Brogden act 

Staffordshire, &c., Co v 
Bloomer act m for judgt 

Utley v Turney act 

Stewart v Green act, wits 

In re Eliot, decd Glover v 
Eliot act wits 

Bensusan v Martin act wits 

In re Jerdein, decd Jerdein v 
Jerdein act wits 

Deacon v Fothergill act & mtn 
for jdgt wits 

Anson v Homer act 

Browne v Russell act wits 

West of England, &c, Bank v 
Teign Valley Ry Co act 
wits 


Mallam v Caught act 

North Lincolashire Iron Co 1d 
v Winn act wits 

West of England Bank v 
Hughes act wits 

Laming v Gee act wits 

Davenport v Ridedale act 

trial at defts instance 


Blenkinsop 
Nicholson v Harris act wits 
Bracken v Atkinson act 


Roberts v Heywood act 

Gibbon v Watson fc 

Boyle v Cross act 

Burton v Burton act wits 

Rogers Son & Co v Aves & Co. 
act wits 

Catling v King act wits 

Weston v Savage act wits 

Spraggon v Spraggon act wits 

Ancona v Waddell fc sumns 
to vary 

Williams v Jones act wits 

Parsons vy Waddington act 


wits 
Wails v Waddingham act 
wits 


Chavasse v Tombs act wits 

Patchett v Peel act wits 

Gansden v Dugdale f c (re- 
stored (short) 

In re May, decd 
Brigstock fc 

Moore v Davis act wits 

In re Ollerhead, decd Garnett 
v Ollerhead fc 

Rickards v Whieldon fc 

Mooney v Summerlin fc 

Faith v Emsley adjd fc and 
sums to vary 

Hollebone v Cooke act 

Leadbitter v Rigg fo 

Neale v Harrison act 

Day v Veley act wits 

Denton v Davies fe 

In re Mc Mullan, decd Me 
Mullan v Ateer act wits 

Painter v Carter act wits 

Bewley v Atkinson act wits 

Smith v Tufton act wits 

Waddingham v Wells act wits 

Peacock v Foster act wits 

Mo Laren v Parkinton fo 


Frearson v 


Potter v Jackson act 
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—— 

Watts v Beard act (Manches- 
ter D. B.) 

v Allen oat, wine 


Mode fur co 
Gondrey v arly Williams v 


In re Champion Stevens vy 
FB ne spo 
ey Byrae m forj 
in te R, Lyon, decd In reE. 


Jacobs, ee Hodgson v 
Half 


Before Mr. Justice Fry. 


Causes for Trial. 


Dawson v Dawson c (S'O— 
yc H) 

Pec v Kershaw act (S O— 
vc 

Litton v » itton act(SO) VCH 


Hunt v The Glamorgan Coal 
Co, limd act (S O—MR) 

Dyer x v Stamp act with wits 
C MS O to amend) 

Stuart v Trewbella act VC M 


Transferred from Vice-Chancellor MALINs and Vice-Chancellor 
HALt, by Order of the 19th November, 1877. 


Mattinson v Tickell act wits 


vcM 
Gibbs v Somerset, & Ry act 


($0) VCH 
Nicholas v Nicholas act (S O— 


vCM 

Morris v Somerset, &c, J” Co 
actwits (S 0) Vc 

Broomfield v dovhins act 
(§0) VEM 


Bagady Kaly act VCH 
Ewing & Co v Johnstone & 
Co act wits(SO) VCH 

Biller v Power Power v 
Bilgr act wits VCM 

In te Turner, deceased Turner 
v Turner m judgt (S 0) 
VCM 

Nicholas v Nicholas act 
(SO) VCM 


Transferred from View- Chena. eaune, by Order of 21st 


February, 1 


Glencross v Glencross act 


$0 

Associated Home Co v Whic- 
chord act with wits 

In re Bell, decd Bath v Bell 
act with wits (S 0): 


sai v Evett o(S 0) 

Svs0 ,) Balshaw act with wits 

In re Bielby. decd Freer v 
Snowball act (S 0) 


Re-transferred from Vice-Chancellor Bacon, by order of 23rd 
of May, 1878. 
Shroff v The Albion Life Parker v Parker act S 0) 


Assurance Society act wits 


ont ° Stocks act 


Renshaw v Rostron act 
Oliver v Oliver act wits 


Re-transferred from Vice-CLamcellor Bacon, by order of 5th 
August, 1878. 


Chambers v Kingham act 


wits 

In re Stanger Leathes, decd 
Stanger thes v Stanger 
Leathes act wits 

The Indemnity Mutual Marine 
Insurance Co v Maclaine 
act wits 

Flint v De Norm act wits 

Cowper v De Morgan act 


wits 
Gray v Bear act wits 
McWilliam v Nino act wits 
Boswell v Clark act wits 


Winter v Robinson act wits 
Evans v Davis act wits 
Miller v Morris act wits 
Jackson v Curteis act wits 
Wegmann v Corcoran, Witt & 
&Co act wits 
v Foster act wits 


; Tn re ree, decd Pep- 


Chamberlain act 
Cottee v Jones act wits 
Liddell vy Newall act wits 
Vanderzee v Lennard act wits 
act wits 
“cag ‘ortnum & Co act 
—_ & Co v Denton act 


ware v Hook act wits 


Clark vy Horrocks act wits 

Formby v Lethbridge act & 
m j wits 

In re Butler,decd Butler v 
Mills act wits 

— Ry Co v Banes act, 


Rea v Midland Ry Co act, 
wits 


Duke of Westminster v Tatter- 
shall act, wits 

Rassell v Day act, wits 

Beer v Thompson act, wits 

Kenton v Owen act, wits 

Great Western Iron Co v Ben- 


ton act, wits 
Pickering v Mellor act, wits 
Johnson v Burges act, wits 


Robinson v Winter act, wits 
Brewer v Brooker act, wits 
Merchant Banking Co v Spicer 
&Co act wits 
Taite v Gosling act, wits 
Newman v Brunell act, wits 
Knight v Pursell act, wits 
Harrison v Wade act, wits 
Kenrick v Kent act, wits 
Weatherhead v Leath act, 
wits 
Shaw v Brown act, wits 
Flood v Pritchard act, wits 
Borrowman v Mack act, wits 


‘ Birmingham Canal Co v Cart- 


* wright act, wits 
; Millard v Burroughes act, 
\ wits 


The above list contains causes set down to Saturday, October 26 
inclusive. 





LONDON GAZETTES. 


Profinslensl  Portnceshige 


Bene lvok 


Sh og Oct, 29, 18 


peel Gorge, ar and d Joseph Seo 


\citors. 
neuen a ee Fraacis, and Robert Thomas Gill, Pancras lano, Soli- 


bg ho ira “st chambers, Moorgate 


Winding up of Joint Stock Companies, 
Limtrep tx CHancery. 
Farpay, Oct, 25, 1878. 


Chollerford (Roman Wall) Hydropathic Establishment Company, Lim— 
ited.—Sir Henry Manisty has, an order dated Oct 24, appointed 
Joseph Robertsov, King William st, to be official li uidator 

North Anglesey (Point Aelianus) Slate and Slab Garey berms ony 
Limited.—Petition for winding ” presented Oct 22, directed to 
heard before V.C. Hall, on Nov 8, Puterson and Co, Chancery ind 
agents for Gardiner and Jeffery, Bradford, solicitors for the peti- 


tioners 

Petroleum Company of Italy, Limited.—Petition for winding up, 
presented Oct 15, directed to be heard before the M.R., on Nov 
9. Beall, Queen Victoria st, solicitor for the petitioner 

Pure Carbon Gas Company, Limited.—Mr. Justice Manisty has, by ar 
order dated Oct 22, yada Ch 3 Fi i» cudien 
st, to be official liquida 

Union Manufacturing Company, Limited.—By an order made by Mr. 
Justice Hawkins, dated Oct 16, it was ordered that the voluntary 
winding up ofthe above company be continued. Ellis and Co, St 
Switbin’s lane, solicitors for the petitioner 








Liuirep iw CHANCERY. 
Tuxrspay, Oct. 29, 1878. 


Chemical and Ammoniacal Liquor Company, Limited.—Petition for 
winding up, presented Oct 21, directed to be heard before the M.R., 
on Nov 9. Goldring and Jukes, Southampton st, Bloomsbury, soli- 
citor s for the petitioner 

Loughor Colliery Company, Limited.—The M.R. has by an order dated 
July 23, appointed William Cornish Cooper, King’s Arms yard, to be 
official liquidator 

Malabar Goldwashmg Company, Limited.— Petition for winding up 
sented Oct 25, directed to be heard before V.C. Hall, on Nov 8. 8. 
Best and Co, Essex st, Strand, solicitors for the petitioner 

Malpaso Gold washing Company, Limited.—Petitiun for winding up pre- 
sented Oct 25, directed to be heard before V.C. Hallon Nov 8. Best 
and Co, Essex st, Strand, solicitors for the petitioner 

Merchants’ Joint Stock Bank, Limited.—Mr. Justice Hawkins has by 
an order dated Sept 17, appointed Flaxman Haydon, New City cham- 
bers, Bishopsgate st Within, to be official hquidator. Creditors = 
required on or before Nov 30, to send their names and 
the particulars of their deb ts or claims to the above. Thursday, _ 
19 at 12, is appointed for hearing and a}judicating upon the debts and 


claims 

Plynlimmon Lead Mining Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up 
presented Sept 11, directed to be heard before V.C. Malins, on Nov 
8. Kerly, Great Winchester st, solicitor for the petitioner 

Rica Goldwashing Company, Limited —Petition for winding up pre- 
Lewy 4 Oct 25, directed to be heard before V.C. Hall on Nov 8. Best 

and Oo, Essex st, Strand, solicitors for the petitioners 

St. James’s Hall Tavern Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up 
and diy we enn of a new liquidator, presented Oct 24, directed 
to be heard before the M.R., on Nov9. Ballard, Clifford’s ina, soli- 

+ citor for the petitioner 

County PALATINE oF LANCASTER. 
Tuxspay, Oct 29, 1878. 

North of England Railway Carriage and Iron Company, Limited.— 
Petition for winding up, presented Oct 26, directed to be heard 
be heard before the V.O. at his chambers, 6, Stone buildings, Lincoln’s 
inn, on Noy 7. Turner and Son, Preston, solicitors for the petitioner 


Friendly Societies Dissolved. 
Tuzspay, Oct. 29, 1878. 
se nemanan Friends’ Society, Good Man, Bolsover st, Portland rd. Oct 


Hindpoo! Go-cpemsice Land and Building Society, Limited, Hindpool, 


Lancashire. Oct 26 
Staffordshire Co-operative wi Ww and General Printing Society, 
4 


Limited, Hope st, Hanley. Oct 


Bankrupts. 
Farmar, Oct. 25, 1873. e 


Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
fo Surrender in London. 


— mae Mount st, Grosvenor 8q. Pet Oct23. Murray. Nov 


llatl 
savieas, Thomas, — st, Falcon sq, Tie Manufacturer. Pet Oct 22° 


Murray. Nov 6 at 12 
Nicholson, John Stuart, Kempsford Gardens, Kensington, Wholesale 


Stationer, Pet Oct 23. Murray. Nov 5 at2 
Reddoch, Alexander Fergus Wood, and George Luscombe, Goldsmith 
st, Wood st, Commission Agents. Pet Oct 22. Murray, Nov 5 ati 
Smith, innit = arpey? = Regent’s park, Builder. Pet Oct 19. 
‘ov 6 at 
Varnum, James, Great Suffolk st, Licensed Victualler, Pet Oct 21. 
Brougham. Nov 5 at 12 


To Surrender in the Country, 
an, Swinnerton, Stafford, Farmer. * Pet Oct 22. 


Ss ord, Nov 7 at 2 
ae ltl Great Crosby, Or Liverpool, Builder. Pes Oot 


liringer. Nov 7 at 12 
guniake John, Birmingham, Furniture Dealer. Pet Oct 18. Parry. 


Birmingham, "Nov Tats 
Jean ae Joseph, Wolverham “me Iron Merchant. Pet Oct 23, Sanders, 


a Nov Sat 
vc Blyth Northumberland, Pet Oct 17. Mor- 


timer, ewousl, Nov Sati 





Thomas, and Joseph Raybould Birmiagham, Tobacconists, 
omer Oct ai. . Birmingham, Nov 8 ata? . 
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Tusspay, Oct. 29, 1878. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of wg to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in Lon 
Essom. nT a oat of England, ——, "Pet Oct 24. Brougham 
Nov 12 atl 
Haydon, William James, Brixton rd, Builder. Pet Oct 26, Brougham. 
ov 12 at 12 
Killby, Andrew, Camomile st, Bishopsgate st, Builder. Pet Oct 25. 
Murray. Nov llatl 
der in the Countr 


Surren 

Brook, James Arthur, Bradford, Tailor. Pet Oct 24. Robinson. 
Bradford, Nov 12 at9 

Hicks, Valentine, erate, Essex, Grocer, Pet Oct 18. Barnes, 
Colchester, Nov 13 at 2 

Jacks, Alfred, Liverpool, Provision Broker. Pet Oct 24. Bellringer. 
Liverpool, Nov 11 at 12 

Rigby, Robert, Liverpool, Provision Merchant. Pet Oct 24. Bellringer. 
t Liverpool, Nov 11 at 12.30 

Wright, Edwin, Glossop, Derby, Tailor. Pet Oct 24, Hall. Ashton- 
under-Lyne, as 14 at 1 

ANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Tuespay, Oct. 29, 1878. 

Gsriand, James, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Jeweller. Oct 4 

Morray, Eustace Clare Grenville, Brook st, Grosvesnor sq, Newspaper 
Proprietor. Oct 27 


Liquidations by Arrangement. 
FIRST MAETINGS OF aenuncens. 
Fripay, Oct 25, 1878. 
-Albsny, John, and Frederick Hillary, Biesettiens rd, Fancy Importers. 
Nov 7 at 2 at offices of Waring, Borough High st 
Appleby, William, Sovth Stockton, Yors, Grocer. Nov6atll at the 
Wholesale Trader’s Association, High st, Stockton-on Tees 
Armstrong, John Busby, Alnwick, Northumberland, Builder. Nov 6 
at 2 at offices of Middlemass, Bondgate, without Alnwick 
Bagshaw, Mary, Buxton, Derby, Lodging house keeper. Nov 12 at 3 
at the Queen’s Head Inn, Buxton. Bennett 
Bamford, Henry White, King ~ St Luke's, Gold Woh Case Maker, 
Nov 8 ‘at 2 at offices of Croft, Union court, Old Broad 
Bath, James William, Newport, Mon, Licensed Victualler. Nov ll at 
11 at offices of Williams and Co, Dock st, Newport 
Bennison, John Henry, Middlesborougb, Accountant, Nov 2 at 10 at 
Offices of Wilkes, Zetland rd, Middlesborough 
Bentiey, William Henry, Hanley ,Greengrocer. Nov 4at 3 at the Royal 
Hotei Crewe. Ashmall, Cheapside, Hanley 
Benton, Jobo, jun, Lichfield, Miller,’ Nov 8 at 11 at offices of Barnes, 
and Lussell, St Jobn st, Lichfield 
Sey Willism Joho, Birmingham. Commercial Traveller. Nov 8 at 
$ at offices of Brown, Waterloo st, Birmingham 
Bland, Wiiliam, Thirsk, York, Grocer. Nov 9 at il at offices of West, 
Thirsk 
Bond, William Davey, Barton Hill, Bristol, Baker. Nov 7 at 12 at 
= oa Tricks aud Co, City chambers, Nicholas st, Briswol. Clifion, 
71sto 
Bramley, Thoma:, Hucknall *Torkard, Nottingham, Grocer. Nov 11 at 
12 at offices of Fraser, Wheeler gate, Nottingham 
Bridger, George James, Eastney, Portsea, Plumber. Nov 9 at 3 at 
offices of King, North st, Porteea 
Briggs, James, Monk Bretton, York, Miller. Nov 6 at 12 at offices of 
Gray, Eastgate, Barosiey 
Bristow, John, Hessie, York, Lodging housa keeper. 
offices of Summers, Manor st, Kingston-upon-Hull 
Brown, Jobn, Stone, Kent, Commission Agent. Nov 11 at 12 at offices 
ot Haywards and Co, Frederic«’s place, Oid Jewry 
Buchman, Semuel!, Catthasian at, A a st, Watchmaker. Nov 11 
at 3 at Offices of ‘Gi uidberg and Langdon, Wess st, Finsoury circu s 
begins, George, Banbury, Tailor. Nov 7 at 10 at offices of Crosby, 
Bridge et, Banbury 
Byrne, J p Remagnie. Photographer. Nov 12 at 2 at offices of 
Sparkes, arbour st, Ramsgate 
Cady, George, Yoxford, Suffolk, Farmer. Nov 12 at 11 at offices of 
Wiitshire, Hal! Piain, Great Yarmouth 
Cal:hor pe, William, Ardleigh, Essex, Innkeeper. Nov 5 at 12 at offices 
of Speechly and Co, New Ina, Strand, Prior, Colchester 
Candler. Richard, Westboroagh, Searoorough, Livery Stable Keeper. 
Nov 4 at 3 at offices of Cornwall and Watts, Queen st, Scarborough 
Carrick, William, Haltwhistle, Northumberiand, Innkeeper. Nov 12 at 
3 at offices of Carrick and Co, Haltwhistle 
Carter, RS G., Roath, Cardiff, Grocer. Nov 8 at 1! at offices of tha 
South Wales Merchants’ Protection Association, 19, Duke st, Car- 
Giff 


Nov 4 at 3 at 


Cawéron, John, Branston Fen, Lincoln, Farmer. Nov 7 at 11 at offices 
of Willams, Silver st, Lincoln 

erik George. a eed, Herring Curer. Nov 2 at |1 at offices 
of Lake, Southoste, Wakefield 

Cleaves, Laward James, Nunhead, Greengrocer. Nov 6 at 11 at 21, 
Duke +t, Manchester eq, Cooke-Collis 

Coies, Francs Ewens, Ambhurst Fad Haekney, ‘Uphoisterer. Nov 6 at 3 
at 145, Crespside. Acning 

George Morland, ‘Orinens, Painter. Nov 6 at 3 at the Mitre 

Hotel, Cathedral yard, Manchester. Blackburne and Co , Oldham 

Cornbiil, Jomee 8 Bevan, Sww-on-the-Wola, Gloucester, Plumber. Nov 
20 at 2 at offices of Parker, Stow-on-the-Wold 

Willliam phate Nottingham, Silk Agent. Mov 12 at 12 

at offices of Beik, Middie Pavement, Nott 

dn, it rag yd ng eve Wa: wick, Farmer. Nov 8 at 11 at offices 


a 
nase Birmingham, out of business, Nov 7 at 3 at 
es of tins Bennett's bill, 
William, Oldham, Cotton Waste Dealer. Mov 4 at3 at offices 
, Clegg st, Oldham 


ay and Frederick William Felres, | Liv 
tractors, Nov § at 3 st offices of Banner Oo. Bowth Soke at 


neta Cerdidl Shipvodter. Nov 7 at 3 at 


th Wales 
ants’ Protection Asso. Duke street, Card: 


+ Stephens, 


= 


Dugmore, William James Robinsoa, Balsall-heath, Worcester, 
Cloth Manufacturer. pian © at 8 at ofices of Baller and Bickley] 
Bennett’s "ihn 

Faintongh. Tams 


Birmingham, Co Coal Danian. Nov 7 at 1 
of Burton, Union passage, Birmingh oie 


——- ~ Ipswich, Baker. Nov 8 at rt at offices of Mills, Elm 

c! 

Finch, Henry, ke and out of business. Nov 6 at hl at offices of Fraaa, 
Church gate, Wig 

France, William, Rchentiiiin. York, Joiner. Nov6atil 2 Offley 
of gk ha goove, Heck wike 


Pritel, Builder. Nov 5 at 11 at offices of Moen 
Nicholas street, oot, bowbe 


Frank, Julius, Theseed, Jeweller. Nov 5 at 3 at offices of Etty, Lyi 
street, Liverpool 

Fraser, William Marrow Sutherland, Greenfield, Rhosddu, W; 
Mining Engineer. Nov 18 at 1! at offices of a Priory, Wrexhag 


Fry, Thomas, Arunde!, Sussex, Ironmo.ger. Nov 7 at 2 at offenny 
Bourn » Paternoster row , “ 
Gamble, John, Bradford, York, Commission Agent. Nov 11 at $.30q 


offices of Neill, Kirkgate, Bradford 

Geeson, Arthur, Baslow, Derby, Beerhouse Keeper. Nov !2at ity 
at Peacock Hotel, Bakewell. Hextall, Derby 

Gilkes, Samuel, Triangle, Hackney, Paper pret Nov 7 at 2 at offies 
of Gamble and Harvey, Gresham buildings, Basinghall street, Log, 
yer, Gresham buildings 

Gopi. Charles Frederick, Manchester, Timber Merchant. Novi3y 
3 ai t offices of Rylance and Barker, Essex street, Manches‘er 

Gray, Joseph Watkins, Torquay, Ironmonger. aad 8 at 3 at Crave 
Hotel, Craven street, Strand, Friend, Exete 

Griffiths, Jonathan, Joseph J, and Robert Griffiths, Cae 
Flint, Edge Tool Makers, Nov 6 at1l at offices of Jones, Heabigy 
street, Wrexham 

Griffiths, Joseph, Caergwrie, Flint, Edge Tool Maker. Nov 6 atldy 
offices of Jones, He nblas street, Wrexham 

Happey, Obarles, Keighley, York, Cabinet Maker. Nov 8 at 330g 
oftices of Neill, Kirkgate, Bradford 

Harris, Thomas, Kirkdale, Saverneely Butcher. Nov 14 at 3 at officy 
of Ritson Dale street, Liverpool 

Harris, William, Pentrebach, Pontypridd, Chain Maker. Nov 4 atl 
at offices of Cooke, Market street, Pontypridd 

Harvey, William Freeman, Nechelis, Birmingham, Brker. 
at offices of Jac ree Rene sie pe Sinmiggtan 

Hatch, Richard, Newton, nr chester, Picker Maker. 
Offices of Chew and Sons, Any st, Manchester 

Hawksley, William, Kingston-upon-Hull, Grocer. Nov 4 at 2% 
offices of Walker and Spink, Parliament st, Kingston-upon- Hull 

Hession, John, Hanley, Stafford, Fishmonger. Nov 4 at 11 at the 
Royal Hotel, Crewe. Ashmali, Ha mg | 

Hetherington, James, Eversley, Hants, Builder. Nov 6 at 12.30 at the 
Station Hotel, Wokingham. Eve, Aldershot 

- e, Richard, Henlade, Somerset. out of business, Nov 6 at 10 @ 

of Trenchard, Registry place, Taunton 

Holland, William, New Thornton Heath, Croydor, Builder, Nov 5a 
3 at offices of Davis and Co, Coleman st 

Horton, William, Bransford, Worcester, Licensed Victualler. Noy 7 

at 12 at offices of Corbett, "Avenue House, the Cross, Worcester 

Keeping, James William, Winkton, Hants, Builder. Nov 13 at 12 4 
ommces of Aldridge and Sharp, Westover villas, Bournemouth 

Kendall, Epuraim Hill, Risely, ror i Farmer. Nov 8 at I at 

offices of Jean St Paul's sq, Bedtord 

Kenyon, Charles, Shefficld, Builder. Nov 6 at 11 at offices of Porret, 

Bank st, Sheffield 

Kiog, J oseph Henry, Newton Linford, Leicester, Miller. Nov 7 at 12at 

offices of Fowier and Co, Grey Friars chambers, Friars lane, Leicester 

Knight, George Birkbeck, Luton, Bedford, Whiting Manufacturer, Nov 
12 at 11 at the Ked Lion Inn, Castle st, ‘Luton, Neve, Luwn 

Knowles, William, Birmiugham, Grocer, Nov 8 at 3 at offices d 

Jaques, Cherry ae Bumingham 

T ber 


Nov 6 at} 
Nov 8 ata 


on, ty % hire, C 
Bg: 12 at 3 at offices of Boote a Edgar, Booth st, Manchester 
James, Manchester, Accountant. Nov 8 at 3 at officos of Harris, 
Mae Boar court, Manchester 
Lewis, William, and Thomas Addis, Littleborough, Lancashire, 
Fe ro Nov 9 at 11 at offices of Molesworth and Son, Drake #, 
Mardon, Henry, Kingsland green, Kingsland, Manager to a Cabinet 
Maker. Nov li at 3 at offices of McLachlan, Metropolitan chambers, 
Matthew, Thomas, and John Fairlie, Glasgow, Merchants, Nwv 20 at? 
at offices of Harding and Co, Old Jewry. wruce and Co, Biller st 
May, Alfred Henry, Arboar st, Stepney, Solicitor. Oct 26 ut 2 a 
ottices of Baldwin, Southamptor buildings, Chancery lane 
McCullough, Samuel, Liverpool, Stonemason, Nov 9 at 12 at officesof 
Culshaw, Lord st, Liverpool 


teal, 





McDonald, Robert, Lower Broughton, nr Manchester, Plumber, Nor 
6 at 11 at offices of Garthwaite, Brazennore st, Manchester 
Midgley, John Bradford, York, Grocer. Nov 7 at 4.30 at 
offices of Burton, ‘arkinson chambers, Market st, Bradford 
Miles, John soap Banbury, Oxford, Coach hes Nov 8 at 12.4 
offices of Kilby and Mace, High st, Bandu 
Mengan, Thomas Grocer, "Nov 9 at 11 at Guilohall, 


Carmarthen. Lioyd, Haverfordwest 

Morgan, Siem Morriston, Swansea, Grocer. Nov | at 1 at otfices of 
Harvey ard Co, Fisher st, Swansea. Thomas, Swansea 

Morton, Jamer, and Alexander Taries, Giegey, Merchants. Nov 19 
at2 at offices of Harding and Co., Old Jewry. Druce anu ©, 


Mullinger, Dharies, Teddington, Carpenter. Nov 15 at 3 at offices of 
Yorke, Warwick st, Regent st 
Nicholson, Edward, Bensham, Gateshead, Grocer. Nov 7 at 3 at offices 
of Dix, ‘Wellington cham Gateshead 
Osborne, Kdward, Dartmouth park rd, Highgate rd, out of business. 
Nov 11 at 2 at offices of Kou and Cy, Roshempen. st, Bloomsbury 
Paimer, Alfred, Saint Clement Without, N Boot aud a 
Manufacturer. Nov 6 at 3 at offices of Badd and Lina » Theatre thy 


‘orwich 
Park, George, Swansea, Iron Merchant, Nov 2 at 11 at offices.of 








Thomas, York pl, Swansea 
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0, Merket pl, Leicester 
Oe iced, pa Hy Essex, Farmer. Nov 6 at 3 at offices of Jones, 


hall chambere, Colchester 
, Charles, Bradford, York, Grocer. Nov 8 at 11 at offices of 
Singleton, New Booth st, Bradford 
William Sinclair Darlington, Solicitor’s Clerk. Nov 9 at 10 at 
or of Barron, High row, Darlington 
tleford, York, -out. of —— Nov 7 at 3at 


Easter 
gh, William, Shipley, York, Grocer, Nov 6 at 3 at offices of 
Watson and Dickons, Victoria chambers. Market st, Bradford 
Rovers, Robert, Burnley, Lanoaster, Contractor. Nov 6 at 3 at offices 
of Artindale and Artindale, Hargreaves st, Burnley 
Rovineon, George Potter Antoine, Pe Oil and Colour Merchant. 
Noy 13 at 12, at Grand Hotel, Broad st, Bristol. Cornish, Penzance 
Shes, Michael, Manchester, Coach Builder.. Nov 6 at 3 at offices of 
Lambert, Princess st, Manchester 
Sheldrake, Edward, St. Albans, Hertford, Straw Hat Manufacturer. 
Nov 5 at 3 at offices of Wells, Market pl, St. Albans 
th, George, Dawlish, Devon, Miller, Nov6at 11 at Bude Haven 
Hotel, Exeter. Whidborne 
smith, John, Rusholme, Manchester, Hafse Dealer. Nov 12 at 3 at 
offices of Nadin, Chapel st, Salford * 
Lacy, Pendleton, Milliner. Nov 6 at 3 at offices of Evans, St 
@eorge’s chambers, Albert sq, Manchester 
Staton, Jesse David, Weston-super-Mare, Stonemuson. Nov 18 at 11 
at olfces o! Jones, Magdala buildings, Weston-super-Mare 
Stephens, James William, St Austell, Cornwall, Draper. Nov 5 at 3 at 
3, Hotel rd, St Austel!. Cvode and Co, St Austell 
Stevens, William, Kast India avenue, Leadenbail st, Insuranee Broker, 
Noy 20 at 2 at the Cannon st Hotel, Cannon st. Lowless and Co, 
Martin’s lane 
Stobart, John, Gateshead, Grocer. Nov 5 at 2 at offices of Stanford, 
Colline wood st, Neweastle-up n-Tyne 
Stock, Wiiliam, jun, Swansea, Cab Proprietor. Nov 5 at 11 at offices 
of Hartland and Co, Rutland st, Swansea 
Stout, Wiliam Edward, Briggate, Leeds, Printer. Nov 6at 3 at the 
Gentra: chambers, Cocoa house, Boar lane, Leeds. Hurle, Leeds 
Tappio, George, old Castle st, Bethnal green, Timber Merchant. Nov 
$at12 at the Guildhal) Tavern, Gresham st. 
st, Pinsbary sq 
or, William Bodell, Balsall heath, Worcester, out of businets. Nov 
Gat 12 at offices of Parry, Bennett’s hill, Birmingham 
Tebbutt, Frank, Mortimer st, Cavendish sq, Chemist. Nov 8 at 11 at 
offices of Deane and Co, South sq, Gray’s inn 
Thoraton, John, and Albert Thornton, Cleckheaton, York, Machine 
Makers. Nov 7 at3 at the George Hotel, Heckmondwike. Oarr 
aod Cadman, Cleckheaton 
Todd, Nathan, Harrington, Cumberland, Grocer. Nov 6 at 11 at 
offices of Mason, Duke st, Whitehaven 
Tomlinson, William, Sutton-in-Ashfield, Clothier. Now 11 at 12 at 
Offices of Whittingham, Exchange walk, Nottingham 
Turner, Henry, Landport, Fruiterer. Nov 7 at 3 at 19, Ordnance row, 


Porisea 

Tamer, Herman Davison, Cuckney, Nottingham, Grocer. Nov 6at 
11.30 at the Lien Hotel, Worksop. Binney and Co, Sheffield 

Udy, John, Outram st, Caledonian r@, Shoe Manufacturer, Nov 8 at 
12 at offices of Sampson, Marylebone rd 

Walmsley, Seth, Birkdale, Slater. Nov il at 11 at offices of Cooper, 
Fox st, Preston 

Watson, James, Over Darwen, Hard Waste Spinner. Nov7 at ll at 
the Oid Bull Hotel, Blackburn. Tattersall, Blackburn 

Westgate, William Humphrey, Great Yarmouth, Painter. Nov 14 at 
Il at offices of Clowes and Son, Queen st, Great Yarmouth 

Benjamin, Saundersfoot, oke, Draper. Nov 12 at 10.30 

atoffices of Thomas, Crackwell st, Tenby 

White, Joseph, High Holborn, Licensed Victualler, Nov 8 at 3 at 
offices of Hicks and Arnold, Wellington st, Strand 

Wilkinson, William, Wigan, Engineer, Nov 6 at 11 at offices of Byrom 
and Bell, King st, Wigan 

Wimpenny, Abraham, Widnes, Beerhouse Keeper. Nov 8 at 3 at 
offices of Beasley, Victoria rd, Widnes 

Winee't, Henry Barker, Alton, Hants, Tobacconist, Nov7 at 2 at 
offices of Eve, Victoria rd, Aldershot 

Woodruff, Marmaduke Ball, Dewsbury, Tailor, 
of Stapleton, Union st, Dewsbury 


Tvespay, Oct. 29, 1878. 
Attwood, Thomas James, Pardew, St Thomas the Apostle, Devon, 
General Dealer. Nov 11 at 10 at the Half Moon Hotel, Exeter 
Badger, cena, Pinvin, Worcester, Market Gardener. Nov 8 at 11 
at offices of Martin, Pershore 


Roscoe and Co, King 


Nov 11 at 3 at offices 


w, John, Blacker Grange, York, Farm Labourer. Nov 13 at 
8 at offices of Maddison, Church et chambers, Barn«l+yi 
Bailey, John Burn, Holles st, Cavendish sq, Bookseller. Nov 12 at 3 


at offices of Lewis and Co, Old Jewry 

Bailey, Joseph, Burslem, Stafford, Soda Water Manufacturer. Nov 12 
at 1) at offices of Bennett, Piccadilly buildings, Hanley 

Banister, Albert, Lee, Kent, Linen Draper. ov 13 at2at offices of 
Ladbury and Co, Cheapside. Hughes, Lewisham 

Banks, Chwrles Edwin, Lee, Kent, Builder, Nov 19 at Sat tho Guild- 
hall Coffee honse, Gresham st. Bristow and Shepherd, Greenwich 

Barker, Jonn, York, Tillage Agent. Nov 12 at 8 at offices of Wadding« 
ton, Stonegate, York 

Beaumont, Charles, Huddersfield, York, Coat Merchant. Nov6 at 3 at 

uddorsfivid 


- Offices of Welrh, Queen st, H 
Beer, Charies Frederick, Swansea, Fruiterer, Nov 12 at 8 at offices of 
Field, Adelaide chambers, Swansea 
Bentloy, James, Tunstall, Stafford, Grocer, Nov 1 at 10,80 at offices 
Hollinshead, Tunstall 


Nov.’ 2, 1878, 
—— 
vert, West Hartlepool, Durham, Grocer. Nov 7 at3 at | Bertram, William, Chadsmoor, Stafford, Grocer. Nov 9 at 12.30 atthe 

=, Gell, Church st, West Hartlepool George Hotel, Walsill. Holliashead, Tunstall 

Philip, P t, Stafford, Labourer. Nov 5at12 at offices of | Bowhay, William Henry, Modbury, Devon, Implement Maker. Nov 12 
Pavigison, High st, Brierly Hill at 11 at offices of Elworthy and Go, y st, Plymouth 

William, Leicester, Milliner. Nov 8 at 3 at offices of Loseby | Bray, William, Accrington, Lancashire, Mason. Nov 8 at 3 at the 
Prince of Wales Hotel, Pitt st, Accrington. Walton, Blackburn 





Brown, John, and William Cooke, Stockport, Egg Merchant, ;Nov8 at 
3 at offices of Newton, Bank chambers, Market place, Stockport 
Capp, William, Shard rd, Peckham, Builder. Nov 9 at- 10 at offices of 
ly, Cambe k 
of Stanford, Collingwood st, Newcastle-a e 
Cocking, Thomas Bonsor, Birmingham, Hotel keeper. Nov4at 4 at 
the Great Western Hotel, Monmonth st, Birmmgham. Simmons,. 
Cole, William, Manchester, Tin Plate Worker. 
of Heath and Sons, Swan st, Manchester 
Cooper, Jobn, and George Henry Wood, Otley, York, Grocers, Nov 11 
Leeds 
Coulson, William, Heworth, Durham, Farmer. Nov 12 at 2 at offices 
of Joel, Newgate st, Newc«stle-upon-Tyas 
Coward, Thomas Brears, Knottingley, York, Maltster. Nov ll at 3 
atthe Royal Hotel, Wood st, Wak 
Coyle, Patrick, Consett, Durham, Innkeeper. Nov 13 at 11 at offices of 
eenlyside and Forster, Grainger st West, Newcastie-upon-T. 
offices ot Reynolds, Furnival’s inn, Holborn 
Davies, George Baker, Halifax, York, Tailor. Nov 13 at3 atthe White 
Swan Hotel, Princess st, Ha 
Novl3 at 11 at 
offices of Buck and Dicksons, Talxeth st, Southport 
Devis, James, Leamington Priors, Warwick, 
7 at 2 at the Union Hotel, Union st, Birmingham. Edge, Birm. 
Eady, Arthur, not Cady, Warwick, Grocer. Nov7at 3 at the Ber- 
ridge chambers, Berridge et, Leicester. Stone, Leicest 
Peace and Be!}, Leader’s buildings, King st, Wigan 
Edgar, Thomas, Mary; Cumberland, Innkeeper. Nov 12 at 3 at 
the Senhouse Arms Hotel, Maryport. Vyson and Hobson, Maryport 
12 at offices of Howard, Mill st, Pontypridd. Cooke, Pontypridd 
Edwards, William, Lianidloes, Moatgomery, Watchmaker. Nov7 atl 
at the Stork Hotel, Claytoa sq, Birmingham. Davies, Lianidloes 
Nov 12 at 12 at offices of Press, Friar lane, Nottingham, S:evrenson,. 
Nottingham 
Esden, James Henry, Andover rd, Hammersmith, Builder. Nov 15 at 
Fisher, Walter, Filey, York, Photographer. 
Challiss’s Royal Hotel, Rupart st, Haymarket, London, Watts,. 
Scarborough 
Nov 8 at 12 at offices 
of Jeffery, Northampton 
Glassbrook, Rebecca, Westbourne grove, Milliner. 
offices of Norman, Essex st, Strand 


rwell par 
Cato, John, sen, Newoastle-upon-Tyne, Painter, Nov 8 at 2 at offices 
Birmingham 
Nov 11 at 3 at offices 
at 3 at Wharton’s Hotel, Park lane, 
efield. Lodge, Wakefield 
'yne 
Dalton, Samuel, Princes rd, Notting hill, Dairyman. Nov l4at 2 at 
Deening, Samuel, Southport, Lancashire, Painter. 
Licensed Victaaller. Nov 
ne, 
ton, Edward , Wigan, Lancashire, Groser. Nov 13 at 3 at offices of 
Edwaris, David, Pontypridd, Glamorgan, oat of business. Nov 9 at 
Ellis, William, and Thomas Ellis, Nottinghim, Cotton Waste Preparers. 
2 at offices of Dowse, New inn, Strand 
Nov 15 at 12 at the 
Gibbins, William, Leicester, Elastic Web Factor. 
Nov 8 at 12 at 


Godwin, Frederick William, Romsey, Hants, Coal and Manure Mer- 
chant. Nov 4 at 2 at offices ot Guy, Albion terrace, Southampton 

Grane, George, Cheshunt, Hertford, Market Gardener. Nov 12 at 2 at 
the Court house, Waltham Abbey. Duffield and Bruty, Tokenhoase 


yard 

Hale, John, Briton Ferry, Glamorgin,' Builder, Nov 12 at 3 at offices 
ot Tennant and Jones, Aberavon 

Hall, William, Long Riston, York, Farmer. Nov 8 at 3 at offices of 
Bainton, Lairgate, Beverley 

Hodkinson, Joseph, Macclesfield, Cheshire, Butcher. Nov 20 at3 at 
the Queen’s Hotel, Waters Green, Macclesfield. Parrots and Co, 
Macclesfield 

Holgate, Thomas, Robert Holgate and Henry Edmondson Holgate, 
Barnley, Lancashire, Joiners. Nov ll at3 at offices of Artindale 
and Artindale, Hargreaves st, Burnley 

Hopper, Thomas Hutchinson, Darlington, Durham, Licensed Victualler. 
Nov 9 at 10 at offices of Barron, High row, Darlington 

Howells, Richard, Neath, Glamorgan, Batcher. Nov 9 at offizss of 
Davies, Alma place, Neath : 

Hurley, Timothy, Blackvurn, Lancashire, Auctioneer. Nov 14 at 2.30 
at 13, Exchange st, Blackbura. Walton, Blackburn 
Huskisson, Elijah, Jarrow-on-Tyne, Durham, Bricklayer. Nov 6 at$ 
at offices of Benning, St Nicholas buildiags, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 


Jacobs, Samuel, Dover, Keat, Photographer. Nov 13 at I at offices 
of Doyle and Sons, pasa, Se Lincoln’s ina. Fox, Dover 
James, William, Brottoa, York, Grocer. Nov 8 at 12 at offices of 


Jackson and Jackson, Albert rd, Middlesborough 
Johnson, William, Liverpool, Liverpool, Baker. Nov 13 at 3 at offices 
of Yates and Co, Water st, Liverpool 
Jolly, William, Bradford, York, Auctioneer. Nov & at 11 at offices of 
NovS at 2 at the 


Beverley, Hastlergate, Bradford 

Jones, David, L'anddewibrefi, Cardigan, Draper. 
County Court Orfioe, Lampeter. Lloyd, kameene 

Jones, John, Aberavon, Glamorgan, Collier. Nov (6 at 12 at offices of 
Tennent and Jones, Aberavon 

Knox, Wiliam, De Burgh ri, New Wimbledon, Bateher, Nov 12 at 
offices of Waring, Borough High st 

Lattam, Abraham, Maryland st, Stratford, Greengroosr, Nov 13 at3 
at offices of Slater, Guildhall chambers, Basinguall st. Dowaiag, 


Basinghall st 

Lawton, Frank, Oldham, Lancashire, Cotton Waste Dealer. Nov 9 at 
11 at offices of Clogg, Clegg st, Oldham 

Le May, William Henry, and Herbert Le May, Borough aie at, 
Southwark, Hop Factors. Nov 19 at 11 at the Bridge House Hotel, 
London Bridge, Hawks and Co, Borough High st 

Lewis, Jane, and Elizabeth Fitzgerald, Crewe, Chevhire, Milliners, 
Nov 11 at 11 at offices of Pointo n, Prince Alvert st, Crewe 

at Lt at offices of 


Locker, —— Bridgewater, out of basiness, Nov 
Chai » High st, Bridgewater 

Loe, Thomas, Deptford Broadway, Glass Catter. Nov 19 at ,. at offices. 
of Puok and Son, Tudor House, Greenwich 

Mallam, Joseph, and John Mallam, Walsall, Stafford, Painters. Nov: 





Biggine, Jobn Lofey, Great Driffield, York, Grover. Nov 8 at2at the 
Disha Hotel, Paragon at, Kingston-upon-Hall, White, Great 


26,80 at the Stork Hotel, Walvall, Bil 
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Be YN eae Nov 6at 12 at offices of 


» Sheffield 
Modlio, ggg mg J Tyne, Provision Merchant. 


‘ames, Newcastle-upon- 
Nov 4 at 1 at offices of Hoyle vere “i Co, "Collingwood st, Newcastle- 


upon- 
Nelson, James, Ouseburn, Newcastle-u; Tyne, Licensed Viciualler. 
Nov 12 at 2 at offices of Gesmesanh On Grainger st West, New- 


= 
William, Bromley-by-Bow, Ironfounder. Nov 13 at 2 at the 

Gnildha il Tavern, st. Saxton and Son, Queen Victoria st 

Parker, John, High’ Brooms Farm, Durham, Farmer. Nov 6 at 2 at 
Offices of here St Nicholas ee Newcastle-upon-Ty ne 

Parsons, Herbert Theroulde, Sheffield, Hosier. Nov 8 at 12 at the 
Rooms of ‘the Sheffield District Incorporated Law Society, Aldine ct, 
High st, Shetfeld. Esam, Sheffield 














“Phillips, William, Craven st, Bast rd, re Cabinet Maker. Nov 7 
at 3 at offices of Hicklin and W: ity sq, Southwark 
Pike, Joseph, Swansea, Fishmonger. Nov "3 at 12 at the George Hotel, 


Wind st, Swansea. Wind, Swansea 
Rappel, Charles, Newport, ‘Mon, Builder. onde at 12 at offices of 


Gibbs and Liewell: Tred place Newp 
and Frederic Richard’ Read a peckinaben Palace rd, 







Read, Francis, and 
Pimlico, Stone Masons. Nov 13 at 1! at offices of Jarvis, Guildhall 
chambers, Basinghall st. Girling, Guildhall chambers 

Reed, John, Manchester, Boot Manufacturer. Nov 8 at 3 at the Wel- 

Hotel, Granby st, Leicester. Edwards, Manchester 
Samuel Hackett, Walworth rd, Draper. Nov 18 at 11 at offices 
tof Foster, Birchin lane 

Robert shaw, John, and Abraham Dennis, Falifax, Commission Wool 
Combers. Nov 13 at 11 at the White Swan "Hotel, Princess st, 
Halifax. Longbottom, Halifax 

Sands, Henry, Nottingham, Ironmonger. Nov 12 at 12 at offices of 
Webster, Wheelergate, Nottingham 

Sanger, Elizabeth Beedell, Tiverton, Poulterer. 
of Cockram, St Peter's st, Tiverton 

Sellers, William Henry, Crawshaw Booth, Lancasbire, 

Deaier. Nov 14 at 3 at the Queen’s Hotel, Rawtenstail. Hargreaves 
and Knowles, Newchurch 

Sbakeshaft, John William, Manchester, Warehouseman. Nov 6 at 
offices of Pritchard and Co, Painters’ Hall, Little Trinity lane, in lieu 
of the place originally named 

Sharp, Jobn, Derby, Builder. Nov 18 at 3 at the Bell Hotel, Sadler- 
gate, Derby. Hextall, Derby 

Shaw, Herbert, Cradley eee ae Bootmaker. Nov 7 at l0at 
offices of Addison, Brierley h 
Sheppherd, Charies Henry, Bristel, Cab Proprietor. Nov 6 at 1l at 
offices of Meeres, Nicholas st, Brigtol 

Sowerby, Isaac, Mount Pleasant, Cumberland, Hasbandman. Nov 15 
at 1) at offices of Ramshay and Mole, Brampton 

Spencer, John, Brailes, Warwick, Farmer. Nov 16 at 2 at the George 
Inn, Brailes. Stockton, Banbury 

Storey, Ra'ph, Low Butcher Race, Durham, Farmer. Nov 11 at 11 at 
— and Crown Hotel, Market place, Durham. Chapman, 

am 


-Swindells, John, Bradford, out of business. Nov 12 at 3.30 at offices 
of Neill, Kirkgate, Bradford 

Taylor, Holland, Oldham, Machinist. Nov 11! at 3 at offices of Ascroft 
and Sons, Clegg st, Oldham 

David, Penrhiwlwyd, Carmarthen, Carrier. Nov 9 at 2 at the 

County Court Office, Lampeter. Lloyd, Lampeter 

Thompson, Charles, Birkenhead, Clerk. Nov 12 at 3 at offices of 
Mawson, st, Birkenhead. Hannan and Pugh, Birkeshead 

Thomp:on, William Henry, Waterfoot, nr Manchester, Saddler. Nov 
= at 3 at officesof Okell, 8t James's 8q, Manchester. Ashworth, 












Nov 13 at 2 at offices 
Wine 

































Waterfoot 
Tidd, David, Kingston-npon-Hull, Joiner. Nov 8 at 3 at offices of 
Summers, Manor st, Kingston-apon-Hull 
— Robert Hayward, Frome, out of business. Nov 15 at 11.30at 
= Western Hotel, Dorchester st, Bath. Grey, Bradford-on- 


nn Arthur osenes Clapham rd, Licensed Victualler. Nov 14 
at 2 at offices of Duignan and Smiles, Bedford row 
Tineckbam, Robert and Peter Tinckham, Buckingbam ‘terrace, Colney 










Hatch, Builders. Nov ll at 12 at offices of Woodfin and Wray, 
Finsbary circus 
Tomlinson, Arthur Drakeford, Birmingham, Umbrella Farniture 





Manufacturer, Ncv 11 at 3 at oftices of Wright and Marshall, New 
st, Birmingham 

Tomlinson, Matthew, Salford, Confectioner. Novi at 3 at offices of 
Makinson and Sons, Blackfriars st, Manchester 

Trembath, Richard, Penzance, Ironmonger. Nov 12 at 11 at offices of 
Rosesrla and Son, North parade, Penzance 

Twib ill, Joseph, Broadheath, Cheshire, Engineer. Nov 14 at 3 at offices 
of Hinde and Co, Mount st, Manebester. Nicholls and Co, Al- 
trincham 












Urry, ae rat ye Isle ‘. ee Shoemaker. Nov l6at 11 at 

Offices 0: » High st, Newport 

Wade, any ree, Grocer. -~ 14 at 11 at offices of Pointon, 
A 


— vei dag Sharples, nr Bolton, Ropemaker. Nov 11 at 11 at the 
ictoria Hotel, Hotel st, Bolton. Whitfield, jan, Chorley 

Bh: Benjamin, Wimborne Minster, Commercial Traveller. Nov 4 
at 3 at cffices of Shotte and Nockolds, Portiand st, Southampton 

Watts, Eaward, Rochford Builder. Nov 14 at 12 at offices of 
Digby and Jones. Charch passage, Chancery lane. Bird, Maidon 

‘Whiting, George, Leeds, Boot Manofacturer. Nov 1i at # at offices of 
Walker, Sou geet, rade, Leeds 

‘Wilkinson, John ry, Leeds, Plamber. Nov 11 at 3 at offices of 
Rider, Soath parade, Leeds 

Wiliams. eens oe a Thomas Hudson William, and Charles W 
liams, Paint Manalactorers. Nov 15 at 3 at the sistre Hotel, Coshe- 
drai gates, Manchester. Dowling and Urry, 

be =f Breas meg Birmingham, ee 

t, Birmingham 












Bolton 
Nov 15 at 2 at the Great 
» Barlow and Co, Bir- 


—e Nov 8 at ilat 
Ar ay Mr u owsa a 






Wyeeien Witiam. 
Offices of Bowen, 
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SCHWEITZER’S COCOATINA, 


Anti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 

Guaranteed Pure Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality, with the 
excess of fat extracted. 

The Faculty pronounce it “‘ the most nutritious, perfectly digestible 
beverage for Breakfast, Luncheon, or Supper, and invaluable for 
- Invalids aad Children.” 

Highly commended by the entire Medical Press. 

Being without sugar, spice, or other admixture, it suits all palates, 
keeps better in all climates, and is four times the strength of cocoas 
THICKENED yet WEAKENED With starch, &c., and IN REALITY CHEAPER 
than such Mixtures. 

Made instantaneously with boiling water, a teaspoonful to a Break- 
fast Cup, costing less than a halfpenny. 

CocoaTINA A LA VANILLE is the most delicate, digestible, cheapest 
peng Chocolate, ani may be taken when richer chocolate is pro 

i 
In tin packets at 1s, 6d., 3s., &c., by Chemists and Grocers. 
Charities on Special Terms by the Sole Proprietors, 
H. SCHWEITZER & CO., 10, Adam-street, London, W.C. 


PAINLESS DENTISTRY. 
MR. G. H. JONES, 
SURGEON DENTIST, 

57, GREAT RUSSELL-STREET, BLOOMSBURY 
(Immediately opposite the British Museum), 

Will be glad to forward his new Pamphlet gratis an4 post-free. which 

explains the only pertectly painless system of adapting ARTIFICIAL 

TEETH (protected by Her Majesty’s Royal Letters Patent), which 

have obtained five Prize Medals, London 1862, Paris 

1867, Philadelphia 1876, Vienna 1873, and New York 

1853.—Consultation daily free. 


Resipents ABRoap who are prevented visiting a qualified dentist 
can be treated on advantageous terms. 


EDE AND 50N 
ROBE MAKERS 
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Y SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 
To He Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the Judicial Bench 
Corporation of London, & 


SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS? GOWNS. 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSEL'S DITTO, 
CORPORATION noses, UNIVERSITY A GLEReE GOWNS, Bo 


STABLISHED 168 
94, CHANCERY LAN z LONDON. 


[= COMPANY'S EXTRACT OF MEAT. 


A SLIGHT ADDITION OF THE EXTRACT GIVES GREAT 
STRENGTH AND FLAVOUR TO SOUPS, MADE DISHES, 
AND SAUCES, AND EFFEOT3 GREAT ECONOMY. 


| Fees COMPANY’S EXTRACT OF MEAT. 


Caution.—Gen uine only with facsmile of Baron Liebig’s signa- 
ture in biue ink caross label. 


L214 COMPANY'S EXTRACT OF MEAT. 
In use in most households throughout the Kingdom. 

















L21e COMPANY'S EXTRACT OF MEAT. 
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PARTRIDGE & GOOPER, 
LEGAL AND GENERAL STATIONERS, 
192, Fleet Street, and 1 & 2, Chancery Lane, London. 


Carriage paid to the Country on all Orders exceeding 20s. 


NEW MACHINE HAND-MADE FOOLSCAP. 


PARTRIDGE & COOPER have manufactured this paper with a view of offering to the public all the practical 
advantages attached to hand-made papers at a very considerable reduction in cost. It possesses all the strength 
and durability of Hand-made Foolgcap, and will be found peculiarly adapted for Account Books, Briefs, Abstracts, 
and all documents requiring to of lasting character. THE PRICE IS ABOUT THIRTY PER CENT, 
BELOW THE ORDINARY HAND-MADE PAPER. A sample sheet, with prices, sent free on application. 

















DIARIES FOR 1879. 


Every Variety used by the Legal Profession kept in Stock. 


THE VELLUM WOVE CLUB HOUSE PAPER. 


“To Lawyers, whose writing should be as distinct as possible, this Paper is particularly acceptable.’—ZLaw Times.. 
Sample Packets of the Various Sizes of Paper and Envelopes sent post free for 24 stamps. 








Parchments, Legal Papers, Official Envelopes, Copying Presses. Every Variety always in Stock. 
Printing, Lithographing, Engraving, and Stamping executed with the greatest promptitude. 





OPPOSITE THE TEMPLE 


HOOPER & SON, 


Manufacturing Stationers, Law Stationers, Printers, Lithographers, 
Engravers, Account Book Manufacturers, &c., 
69, LUDGATE HILL, LONDON. 








LAW STATIONERY DEPARTMENT. 


CHARGES FOR ENGROSSING, COPYING, &c. 

Rovnd hand, on parchment or paper, copies at full length and attested copies, per folio, 1$d. 
One-fourth less than the charge usually made by other first-class houses, 

Abstracts, Bills of Costs, Briefs, &c., per folio, 1d. (one-third less than the usual charge). 


PARLIAMENTARY AND EXPEDITION WORK EXTRA. 
The terms on which custom is solicited in this branch are cash in advance for stamps, and as regards the writing cash is 
required on delivery, but, as a rule, the general account will only be sent in once a month. 
The importance of saving one halfpenny per folio in copying, &c., may not at first suggest itself. 


_ In along job, however, the ein halfpenny will effect a saving of pounds. A thousand folios of fair copy at the 
ordinary charge would amount to £6 5s.; Hoorzr & Son would charge £433. 4d. Or it may be put in another way: a solicitor 
paying his law stationer £150 a year for fair copy, would pay H. & S. £100 only. 





As the resources of their establishment are practically unlimited, Hoorrr & Son can, in cases of emergency, write, lithograp 
or print any number of copies of documents, however lengthy, in the shortest possible space of time. 
SPECIAL TO COUNTRY CORRESPONDENTS. 
A telegram advising the coming parcel and its contents is of service to enable sufficient hands to be provided to commence 
work immediately the papers are received. 


HOOPER & SON, 


LAW AND GENERAL STATIONERS, PARTNERSHIP AGENTS, &e., 
69, LUDGATE HILL 
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— 'WILDY AND SONS, 


———— 


LAW BOOKSELLERS, PUBLISHERS, VALUERS 


AND 


EXPORTERS, 
LINCOLN’S INN ARCHWAY, LONDON, W.C. 





Law Books Bought or Exchanged in any quantity. All Communications by Post answered 
by return. Miscellaneous Literature Supplied. 


VALUATIONS FOR PROBATE AND LEGACY DUTY PROMPTLY MADE. BOOKBINDING IN 
EVERY STYLE EXECUTED. 


A LIBERAL DISCOUNT FOR CASH PAYMENTS. 





W. & S. have always on hand a large collection of SECOND-HAND REPORTS, LAW JOURNAL, STATUTES, &, 
in good conditiun, at low prices, and will be happy to furnish Estimates on gentlemen forwarding a list of what they require. 


W. & 8.’s CATALOGUES recently published gratis. A CATALOGUE of all the MOST RECENT and IMPORTANT 
LEGAL PUBLICATIONS issued during the last thirteen years (1865 to 1878), with prices. Also 


A CATALOGUE of our very EXTENSIVE STOCK of SECOND-HAND TEXT BOOKS, Works of Reference, &, 


English and Foreign, both Aucient and Modern, embracing every branch of the Law, with prices. 


(Jan., 1877.) 


A CATALOGUE of our STOCK of very CURIOUS and INTERESTING COLLECTION of TRIALS, Ancient and 


Modern, together with Addenda of Second-hand Law Books. 


(Nov., 1877.) 


IN THE PRESS, A CATALOGUE of SECOND-HAND LAW BOOKS, TRIALS, PAMPHLETS, REPORTS, &., 


with prices, being an Addenda to Catalogues Nos. 2 and 3. 








IN DECEMBER WILL BE PUBLISHED 


HE MUNICIPAL CORPORATIONS COM- 
PANION, DIARY, DIRECTORY, and YEAR BOOK 
of STATISTICS for 1879. 

It contains (in addition to an excellent diary and general 
matter necessary in a Year Book) a table of the Municipal Cor- 
porations Acts from 1835; and also the various Acts now 
enforced, which govern officials of local corporations in their 
management of legal, police, sanitary, educational and other 
matters. The body of the book is devoted to an account, partly 
historical, of the several municipal towns (including those 
governed under ancient cherters, &c.) of England and Wales, 
their charters, government, markets, fairs, public buildings, in- 
stitutions, charities, trade, manufactures, police, newspapera, 
poor law, shipping, with the names of the borough magistrates, 
aldermen, town councillors, and chief officers, and their re- 
corders and representatives in Parli t 


OPINIONS OF THE PRESS, 

“ Will supply an acknowledzed want.”"— Times. 

** A mass of statistical information, the gathering of which implies an 
enormous amount of labour, as well as the most praiseworthy judg- 
ment of selection.” —Daily Telegraph. 

“Contains full and interesting information respecting the various 
— in the kingdom, and well arranged statistics.”— Daily 

ew 





8. 

** All who have to take an active part in the municipal government of 
the eountry cannot fail to find this comprehensive volume exceedingly 
usefal.””—Standard, 

“* An indispensable work of reference to every Municipal Corporation 
and their various officers througtout the kingdom.”’—Morning Post. 


Price :—In strong cloth binding, lettered, with a diary space 
of one-third of a page to each day, 5s. In extra cloth rds, 
with a diary space of one page for each day, 7s. 6d. In elegant 
Morocco or Russia binding, with subscriber’s name lettered on 
cover, 12s, Free by post. 





HE COUNTY COMPANION, DIARY, 
STATISTICAL CHRONICLE, and MAGISTERIAL 
and OFFICIAL DIRECTORY for 1879. 

Contains (in addition to au excellent diary and general matte 
necessary in a Year Book) a topographical, geological, aol 
historical description of the counties of England and Wales, 
supplemented by electoral, financial, administrative, poli, 
criminal, agricultural, and general statistics, and comprising 
useful information respecting the Quarter Sessions, Petty Se 
sional and Lieutenancy Divisions, the Urban and Rural Sanitary 
Authorities, School Boards, Burial Boards, Poor-Law Districts, 
and Militia and Volunteer Forces ; also a complete Directory of 
the County Magistrates, Deputy-Lieutenants, and Clerks of 
the Peace, Magistrates’ Clerks, Officials of each County, and 
a reliable Government, Public Offices, Law, Parliamentary, 
Banking, and Insurance Guide. 


Price :—In cloth binding, lettered, with a diary space of one- 
third of a page to each day, 5s. In strong cloth boards, gil 
with a diary space of one page for each day, 7s. 6d. In elegan 
Morocco or Russia binding, with subscriber’s name lettered on 
coyer, 123. Free by post. 


The “ County Companion,” &c., and the “ Municipal Corpo- 
rations Companion,” &c., combined, form the most complete 
recent authority upon all questions of Local Government. 








Now ready.—Thirty-fifth year of publication. 

HE SOLICITORS’ DIARY, Almanac, and 
Legal Directory for 1879. ‘*The cheapest and 
useful companion for a lawyer’s desk.’’ Price 3s, 61., 53., 64, 

and 8s. 6d., according to diary space. 
Wartertow & Sons (Limited), London-wall, Parliament 
street, &c., London, and may be obtained of all Booksellers. 





LONDON: 
PRINTED AND PUBLISHED BY 


WATERLOW & SONS, LIMITED, LONDON WALL, 


GREAT WINCHESTER STREET, AND PARLIAMENT STREET. 





